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Separate Pa^g is given to this Part in orderthat it may be fUed as a separate compilatio* 


^ II—^nrg 3—(ii) ' 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 

m<hH 'did fcb^ iii( 

Statutory Orders and Notificatiims Issued by the Ministries of the (government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Ilefence) 


«*»inic|,,#eF RfIchNd d«ll i)fVH MsIH^ 

(aftr uf$i8 i u i flwnr) 

M 14 2004 

■^.311. 3253.—<<cnipio 
WHI1946 (1946 ^25) ^ 6 

% "^IT^T «IKT 5 'SWTT ( 1) "SRI ^ 

^ W4iK ^ 197 TfrafeiTR 

2004, 27-10-2004 SIH ^ 

^ ♦hctHIT, ;fii<ai Htl’in 

9rr^, fecn'id'i fte, «<q C5qfqq% 

ib4diR4)* ^ Am ■sgor A^ 
I860 (l860^3lRd^ 
45) ^ «im 120-^ wA^ 420, 468 ^ 471 Tf«n 
WraR STRiRrR, 1988 (1988 ^ STRi^RTM 49 ) 

^ <iRr 13( 2) «IRT 13( 1 )('^) % 3i#T^s#i 

sfR 'MoJRrt 3T«I^ unriT, 3?R 


3R*I 3rRPT% '31-^'!“! % 

■^ermr ^ aqf^-sbiRfli ^ ^«ik 

"'R ‘stx.nt % I 

[^o 228 / 92 / 2004 -T??M-n] 

^PIT <ii3><, 3R?T 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 
GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS 
(Department ai Personnel and IVaining) 

New Delhi, the 14th December, 2004 
S. 0.3253.—In exercise of the powers conferr^ 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 
of 1946), the Central Government with the consent of 
State Government of Karnataka, vide Notification No. HD 
197 PCR 2004 dated 27-10-2004, herein extends the powers 
and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police 


3684 Gl/2004 


(10067) 
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Establishment to the whole of the State of Karnataka for 
investigation in the matter of sanctioning demand loan to 
undeserving employees of M/s. HAL, Bangalore involving 
Shri Ashok Mallya, Blanch Manager, Syndicate Bank, 
Personal Banking Branch, Dickenson Road, Bangalore and 
any other person for the offences punishable under 
sections 120-Breiad with 420,468 and ;471 of the Indian 
Penal Code, 1860 (Act No. 45 of 1860) and Section 13(2) 
read with 13(l)(d) ofPrevention of Corruption, Act, 1988 
(Act No. 49 of 1988) and attempts, abetments and 
conspiracies in relation to Or in connection with the 
offences mentioned a^e or any other offence committed 
in the course of the same transaction arising out of the 
same facts. 

$HUBHA TH^UR, Under Secy. 

, vli i 6 2004 

W.air. 3254.-— 

25) ^t|RT6 

'%iueT^-«inTT 

^ ^ u 185 

^STR 2004, 27M0-2004 mr 

^ ii # ^ R«T 

WT, 

1988.(1988 ^ a. 49) 

^ mi3(2) mi3(i )(i) %3t#T 

^ #tf % «73nm •^fRfbsT'rftniT ^ <nw^f 

aT«Tm WTtV u«n -3^ 



«TWt % 


Elfio 228/93/2004-U^-II] 

' . . . ^ 

New Delhi, the 16th December 2004 

S. 0. 3254.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 5 read with Section 6 of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946, (Act No. 25 
of 1946), the Central (jovemment with the consent of State 
(government of Karnataka, vide Notification No. HD 185 
PCR 2004 dated 27’* 10-2004, hereby extends the powers 
and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment to the whole of the State of Karnataka for 
investigation against Shri M.N. Eshwara, Permanent Way 
Inspector/Section Engineer,’Sagara, Mysore Division, 
South Western Railway for amassing assets discorporate 
to his known sources of income under section 13(2) read 
with 13 (l)(e) ofPrevention of Corruption Act, 1988 (Act 


No. 49 of 1988) and abetments and conspiracies 

in relatitHi to or in connection with the offences mentioned 
above or any other offence committed in the course of the 
same transactimi arising out of the same facts. 

[No. 228/93/20(H>AVD^II] 
_ SHUBHATHAKUR, Under Secy. 

(tl'itWftW^t) 

M 25 2004 

Wo Wo 3255.—1899 (1899 
^ 2 ) ^ ^ 9 ^ W" WI (I) %^ (^) SRT 31^ Titoff 
^ q»ttl ^ WW 5ft^H 

^ imn %, isil WtT "'aiiO 

^ ^ %■ TnftiFifi ^ 

% eftKwi U*ff4 I 

[^O 23/2004-'RI«T'^o Ho 33/45/2004-f^to^o] 
SIRo'gflo Siasi, 31^ r[^«i 
MINKTRYOFFINANCE 
(Department of Revalue) 

cmm 

New Delhi, the 25th Novembor, 20^. 

SIAMPS 

S.0.3255.—^In ej^rcise of the powers conferred Ity 
clause (b) of Sub-section (1) of Section 9 of the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government 
hereby permits Indian Overseas Bank, Chennai to pay 
consolidated stamp duty of rupees one crore only 
chargeable on account of the stan^) duty on Unsecurred 
Redeemable Non-Convertible Subordinated Bonds— 
Series VI in the nature of pionussoiy notes aggregating to 
rupees two hundred crore only, to be i^ed by the said 
Bank. 

[No. 23/2004-STAMP F. NO. 33/45/2004-ST] 

RG. CHHABRA, Under Secy 
( a nWui Oi i d ftwpr) 

(fRfcnininT) 

M 15 2004 

Wo Wo 3256.— 1987 
( 1987 ^ 53) ^ tiro 6 WVRI ( 2 ) 3?k 7 ^ 

(1) ^foq VRT6 (1) (^) 

w tNEt 4N) ^ 


[^n—3(ii)] 


25, 2004^^1 4, 1926 


WT?f % MV'Mlct, l<t1^5KT T7to%o (^RT InfST 
10-09-1948) <=bl4HW<t> «3f+, ■*n#T 

^ '35T%’ W®T ^ fliOo ^ 30-9-2008 W ^ 

STSrfV % 1^, 

STFtRT 
W)t I 

[tpo 9/31/2004-^3it-1 ] 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 
(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 15th December, 2004 
S.0.3256.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (a) of Sub-section (1) of Section 6 , read with sub¬ 
section (2) of Section 6 and sub-section (1) of Section 7 of 
the National Housing Bank Act, 1987 (53 of 1987), the 
Central Government, after consultation with Reserve Bank 
of India, hereby appoints Shri P. K. Gupta, (Date of Birth 
10-09-1948) presently Executive Director, Corporation 
Bank, Mangalore as Chairman and Managing Director, 
National Housing Bank for the period from the date of his 
taking charge and upto 30-09-2008 or until ftirther orders, 
whichever is earlier. 

[F.No 9/31/2004-BO-11 
RAMESH CHAND, Under Secy. 

16 2004 

3/2004-05 

31To 3257.—3Rma#TfWT, 1961 (1961 ^ 
43) ^^TRI (23”^) (vi) 

31TWT 1962 % 2 ■n ^ 3lf«|2FT^' 

2005-06^ 2006-07 

•31 ^h 1 '4101 % t 

31|i4ch< srftrfWT, 1961 ^ 
«tRI 10%7<ri^ (23-^) «tRI (vi) 

1962 2W%’Simnf^'5^^ atjmeHI 

t?FW: ■53n3TT/^o3n3l/fR»#??i/10(23n)(VI)/ 

2004-05/2517] 

Tioafo 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF COMMISSIONER OF 
INCOME TAX, 

Jodhpur, the 16th December, 2004 
NO. 3/2004-05 

S.0.3257.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (vi) of Clause (23 C) of Section 10 of the 


10^9 

Income Tax Aci 1^61 ,t43 of 1961) read with ^le 2CA of 
the Income Tax Rules; 1962, th6 Chief Commissioner of 

Income Tax, Jodhpur hcreW proves “L«Ia Kamlipat 

Singhania Edw^tJonSahrthaiT finr 

section for the AsscSSi^ht ^ems 2005-042006-017. 

Providedthat the Instihite^nlarmsto and co^li^ 
with the provisions of Sub-$edtioh(yp of Clause (?3il3) Of 
Section 10 of the Income taix ^,1 % 1 read with rule' 2C^ 
ofthe Income Tax Rules, 1962 ., f ^ / 

[NO.: CCVjDHTIX^CHyio0GXVD/^ 

R. B. SINHA Chitf Commissioner of Inootnc T^ 

CMiMifhAdvil TVwf^^tnT) 

: io fep^;2004: _ ^ 

aOo 3258 .tmm ^ 
y4)rf %1^3i%) f^,:i976 i0%^ 

4 % (-hiM^^ 

ijT«jT Pf*^RiRan 4 

wit:— ' .''v‘ 

1 . ^*<0*1 . 

2. . v 

31Ko^ , 

■qwTj;i^r7T ' . . / 

3. 

rpoiftoxiTio, 

4. 

■=To-2;?n^^, ■ . • • 

- [^o 11011-4/2003,-7Io'noT^o ] 

MINISTRY OF HUMAN RESOUliG DEVELOPMfcNT 
(Department, of Sec. & Higher Educatiun)- : 

New Delhi, the 10th Dcccm^r, 2(K)4. 

S.O. 3258.— In pursuance of stib rule (4) of rule 10 
of the OfTicial Language (Use for C)fficial PurpoKs ofthe 
Union) Rules, 1976; th^Ccntral Goyl hereby notifies the 
following 4 kendriya Vidyhlayasunder the MihUtri of 
Human Resource I^\^l6^chi, (iDeplt. of Sec & Hiightr 
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Education) whose more than 80% members of the staff 
have acquired working knowledge of Hindi:— 

1. Kendriya Vnfyalaya, 

Karera, Shivpuri, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

2 . Kendriya Vnfyalaya, 

R. TB.P., Shivpuri, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

3. Kendriya Viffyal^a, 

S. P.M., Hoshangabad, 

Madhya Pradesh. 

4 . Kendriya Viffyalaya, 

No. 2, Salt lake, 

Kolkata. 

(No. 1101M/2003-O.L.U] 
_ D.P.BANDOONI, Directo r (O.L.) 

^ 16 2004 
moSKo 3259 .—1948 (1943 
^ ^ ^ 4 ^ ■^-«rra ( 3 ) ^ «ira (^) ^ 


^ CTT^ ^ ^ apsrfV % 3 ^ 

^ arf^dwT cr«n ^ ^ ^ 

[^O 25012/67/99-\m] 

ministry OF TEXTILES 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 2004 

1 ^ ?* exercise of the powers conferred by 

clause (a) of sub-section (3) of Section 4 of the Central Silk 
Board Act, 1948 (61 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby appomta Shri H. Hanumanthappa as Chairman of 

from the date he assumes charge of the post or until furter 
orders, whichever is earlier. His appointment shall be 

subj^ to the provisions of the Central Silk Board A« 
and Central Silk Board Rules. 

[F.No. 25012/67/99-Silk] 
™AN,DHINGRA,Jt.Secy. 

17 2004 

^o3iro 3260.—%^ ^ ^ aiWm, 1948 
^ WchK % -jtmHlf % 




1. ^ 3TftlfsT^ ^ 

T^t?T-10, 14T?f'^fte, «IRr4(3)(^)%3TA 

'»!-in* i<,'^^-600040 ^ 

2 . 

32, R'^lq^sHKeO^l 
"'Jilncn fl4><iTH 
vjiqftqd 'cbOHH'K, 

(smsru^) 

3. 

^>2^~753004 

[■^ilo 25012/56/99-^] 
^7^ 

New Delhi, the 17th December, 2004 
S.0.3260.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (3) of Section 4 of the Central Silk Board Act, 

1948 (61 of 1948), the Central Government hereby notifies 
the nomination of the following persons to serve as 
members of the Central Silk Board for a period of three 
years from the date of this notification subject to the 
provisions of the said Act. 

I ^LathaPriyakumar, Nominated by the 

^-10,14th Main Road, Central Government 

Annanagar, Chennai-600040, under Section 4(3) (J) 

of the Act. 

Z Ms. Natella Saiad a^ 

Qr.No.32,APSRTCZonaI 
Workshop Conqilex, 

Jagtial Road, Karimnagar 
(Andhra Pradesh).. 

3. Smt. Bijayalakshmi Sahoo, 

^jamaNagar, Chauliaganj, 

Cuttack- 753004 . 

{F.No.25012/56/99.Silk] 

KIRAN,DHINGRA,Jt.Secy. 

17 2004 


‘nn4(3)(an^)% 
4ia‘Ia girt 
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2 . 

V?!*! <iWI^ 

3. T^CT ^«<«h<fc|l 

[T5T.3T. 25012/56/99-^] 

^fnn, 


New Delhi, the 17th December, 2004 


S.O. 3261.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
sub-section (3) of Section 4 of the Central SiUc Board Act, 
i948 (61 of 1948), the Central Goveminent hereby notifies 
the nomination of the following persons to serve as 
members of the Central Silk Board for a period of three 
years from the date of this notification subject to the 
provisions of the said Act. 


1. The Secretary/Principal 
Secretary to the Govt, of 
Chhattisgarh, Rural 
Industries Department, 
Raipur. 


Nominated by the 
Central Government 
under Section 4(3) (i) 
of the Act. 


Z The Secretaiy/Principal 
Secretary to the Govt, of 
Iktaranchal, Small Scale 
Industries, Horticulture 
and Sericulture Deptt. 
Dehradun. 


3. The Director of Textiles and 
Handlooms, Govt, of Orissa, 
Bhubaneshwar. 


[F.No. 25012/56/99-Silk] 
KIRAN DHINGRA, Jt. Secy. 

3t5d«iRTOrf^t^%tnr) 

9 2004 

3ir. 3262.—fw 

1976 lO^^^ifwT (4) 

^ ■qfr^ (^u^.'^i.T^.aTR.) % ftsm -yif 

WTT ■qfrrhfRT f5jRT% 80 TtfhTRT ^ 


13-2/2002-f|?it] 


MINlSTRYOrAGattClJLTlJIlE 
(Department of Agricultural Research and Education) 

New Delhi, the 9th December, 2004 
S.O. 326Z—Inpursuanceof sub-rule (4) of Rule 10 
of the Official Language (use for official purpose of the 
Union) Rules, 1976, the Central Goveminent, Ministry of 
Agriculture, Department of Agricultural Research & 
Education herri>y notifies the ICAR’s Project Directorate 
on Poultry, Rajendranagar, Hyderabad where more than 
80% of st^ have acquired the working knowledge ofHindi. 

[F.No. 13-2/2002-Hindi] 
D. K. CHHATWAL, Under Secy. 

( fcjwfl ITMHI) 

2004 

3ff. 3263.—4R«t)K, W STFlbT 
1973 (1974 ^ 1) ^ ^ 5 

M ^ Tpibr "5^ ■?r«n 'iRJt 

TRTT) 4^ feif4> 12 2001 

% ^ T^?i^5Rr # -41.%. wm, 

'jf4.) ^ 'I'li ^12 2004 3 

<5*1^ si<i ^ «hi4 q><?i n®i5, §'t4 ^ ^ 

■?); ■ 3 ^: I 

[m -H. 3-1lOl3/8/2004-'5t5t3TT^ C^)] 

MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
(Delhi Division) 

New Delhi, the 7thDecembci; 200A 
S. O. 3263.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sections 4 & 5 of the Dellu Urban Art Commissioh Act, 
1973 (1 of 1974), and in continuation of notification Hattvi 
12th July, 2001 of the Govt, of India, Ministry of Urban 
Development (Delhi Division), the Central Crovemment 
hereby reappoints Shri PK. Pradhan, Joint Secretary (Ddhi 
& Lands) as Member of the Delhi Urban Art Commission 
w.e.f. 12th July, 2004 for a period of three years or the date 
up to which he shall be looking after the affairs of thfe 
Commission, whichever is earlier. 

[F. No. A-11013/8/2004-DDIA (PL)] 

__ PARMJIT'SINGH, Desk Officer 

HiHcl, 33ra3fN‘^l4'j|Pl«6 PttHUI iIsdVT^I 
(uiM^ f«rmn) 

Hn<»» "sgrt 

^ Rwi), 10 2004 

W.31T. 3264.—«i^<i 1987% 

1 % ( 1 ) ( 13 ) % 
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cri<.qi % 

■*1^ HNct) ('^) ^ :— 

B. ^#©TT3f[T^ ■^7^ 


(1) (2) _ (3) " (4) 

1. ^TT^-q;?! 8331 : 2003 1, eTTX^ 

cl^lR;-3T%n 2004 

^ ^ irfw HRTTN iTTO 

9^FT^W^5nTjT'^, ■=1^^:^-110002, ^l4d4)' 

°hld«t)ldl, '5^:^ 7T«TT im\ 

-iftW, - ^q i g l ^l , 

ti^TTsrr;, ■qs^n, cf«TT •^f ^jspt 

I 

04/^-303 

MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND 
PUBUC DISTRIBUTION 

(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 

New Delhi, the lOth December, 2004 

S.O. 3264. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub¬ 
rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 
1987, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that 
amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which 
arc given in the Schedule hereto annexed have been issued: 

SCHEDULE 


SI No. and year of the 
No. Indian Standards 

No. and 
year of 
the 

amendment 

Date from 
which the 
amendment 
shall have 
effect 

U) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 158331:2003 

Amendment 

Not 

Textiles. Angola 

No. 1, 

Applicable 

Shirting-Specification 

October, 2004 

(Second Revision) 




Copy of this Standard is available for sale with 
the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur 


ShahZafarMarg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices; 
New Delhi, Kolkatta Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and 
also Branch Offices ; Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, 
Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, I^^abad, Jaipur, 
Kaipir Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thinivananthapuram. 

[Ref:TX04/T-30I 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist‘F’ 
I)y. Director General.(Tech.-D 

10 2004 

3ir. 3265.—'IRlN **1(1 fw? 1987 % 
IWT 7 % (1) % 15^ (■^) % ri MPRlk 

HH4» (^) "^ yvilm :— 





HH<!h 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 1208:1978 

3rtl^ 2004 


Z 

IS 1206 (Part D: 1978 

2004 


3. 

IS 1202:1978 

31 2004 


4. 

£5918:1985 

31^^, 2004 


5. 

IS 1448 (Part 64): 1998 

1 

2004 


6 . 

IS 517:1986 

'Rtsin 1 

2004 



^ ^ HKdIq TTR^ 

9 ■q^%^-iiooo2, 

'5*51^ cT«n "^irar nt>H[d4f 

ebMjit, ■qzqr, ctKn 

[■?M: 

^ Tp<TT, * 1 ^' -317 

(h<+>HlcbVl) 


[^n—3(ii)] 
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New Delhi, the 10th Etecembcr, 2004 

S.O. 32«5.-Inp«rsuanceofclause(b)ofsub-rale (1) of Ride 7 of the Bureau of Iiidian Stands 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given m 
the Schedule hereto annexed have been issued: 

SCHEDU1£ 


SI. 

No. 

No. and year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and year of the 
amendment 

Date fimn w4uch the 
amendment shall have effect 

(1) 

a) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 1208; 1978 Methods for 
testing tar and bituminous 
materials: Determination of 
ductility 0rst revision) 

Amendment No. 1, October 2004 


2 . 

IS 1206 ; (Part 1) 1978 Methods 
for testing tar and bituminous 
materials: Determination of 
viscosity; Part 1 Industnal 
viscosity (first revision) 

Amendment No. 1, October 2(X)4 


3. 

IS 1202: 1978 Methods for 
testing tar and bituminous 
materials. Determination of 
specific gravity (first revision) 

Amendment No. 2, October 2004 


4. 

IS 918:1985 Specification for 
calcium carbonate, precipitated 
for cosmetic iridustry (second 
revision) 

Amendment No. 2, October 2004 


5. 

IS 1448 : (Part 64) 1998 Methods 
of test for petroleum and its products 
Part64 : Nonvolatile matter 
in solvents (first revision) 

Amendment No. 1, November 2004 


6 . 

IS 517:1986 Specification for 
methanol (methylalccrfiol) 

(second revision) 

Amendment No. 1, November 2004 



Cody of these Amendments are available for sale witn me oureau oi moian ouum^us, xvirnuu. 

Shah Zafer Mm* New Delhi-l 10 002 and R^onal Offices: New Delhi, Kolkatta Chandigarh, Chennai, hfambai ^d also 
Branch Offices: Ahmeddbad, Bangalore, Bhopal, BManeshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

Date: 1-12-2004 

lRef;PCD/G-9] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Dirertor General (Tech,-I) 
2004 

3ir, 3266.-'>trabtrinRt^ 1987 7 (1) %^ (^) %313WW^[ 

i^iKgro grf tKifad ^ » ft? vnrflii Hi-na % ftnrw -=11^ ^ -obt 
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jfTTT 

TsrrfhcT wt^ iTPi^ (cFf) ^ 

HRd)<l HH«6 5KI 

37*7^7 ^ ^ 

^*7lfHd %fs7 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

371^‘0:77 13708 : 2004/ 

3TT^ "CTTI 3t 1. 8729 :1997 
afk 

^■Q:77 13708 : 1993 

31 37^^, 2004 

2. 

-0:77 15516 : 2004 

■qrNrir 

— 

31 37?f^, 2004 


^»s1'l«3,;%=^, -5*^ (Tm WT chNid^)' ^11#^, qtWT, ^5*?%^, ^ | g | jl, 

^^H3T, ■q^^, TTSTT ^TWRTT^ •^’ feft 'J^TeTStT f I 


17 : 2] 

■q;??. T^TH xpiT, ‘i^^’ 317 ( ri^nl^V ^), 

New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

S.O. 3266. In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule hereto 
annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No. Year & title of the 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, if 
any, Superseded by the New Indian 
Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 


(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 13708; 2004/ 

ISO 8729 : 1997 

Shipbuilding and Marine 
Technology-Marine Radar 

Reflectors (First Revision) 

1513708:1993 

310ctober2004 

2. 

IS 15516 : 2004 Industrial Variable- 
Reach Trucks-Stability Test 

N. A. 

31 October 2004 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Zalar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices Ahniedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, ICai^ur Nagpur, Patna, 
Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref; TED/G-17:2) 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 
^ fejl, 10 2004 

3Tr. 3267.—MRolq 1987 7 % (1) HH4) 

q^RSKi f 1% ■up; f 'Tp; f :— 


[ ^ n—3(ii) ] ^ 25, 2004/^ 4, 1926_ 100^5 




^«npTtr wwNww (^*) 
3?tT'9Tt^ 

HH<b' 3TSWIT 'St, ^ WOT 


( 1 ) 

(2) 

(3) 

( 4 ) 

1 . 

3T1^T3:?T4225 : 2004- 
^FITtT 

3T1^T3:?T4225 : 1979- 

3;T^tJ?R2004 


^ vK?N’tnw^'5rRrqT ^K(0*^ 9 110002 , ^ 

"5*^ ^«TT WOT 3I?*n^ntI, 4'l«^l<, 'jRi^icl, 

■5f^, «bnji<, ^«TT t5 ^mM«T f 1 


: T^*T.'^.'^.21/^-19] 
T^?T. H6im^!i!l«b (7m^-I) 

New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

S.O. 3267.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, if 
any. Superseded by the New Indian 
Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

Q) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS4225;2004— 

IS4225:1979— 

October 2004 


Recommended Practice for 

Recommended Practice for 



Straight Beam Ultrasonic 

Straight Beam Ultrasonic 



Testing of Steel Plates 

Testing of Steel Plates 



(Second Revision) 

(First Revision) 



Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
Zafer Marg, New Delhi-110 002 andRegional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkatta Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur Nagpur, Patna, 

Pune, Thiruvananth^uram. 

[Ref;MTD2lA'-19] 
S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 
RcrtiX 10 2004 

3268.—1987%f^7%'5’7fWT(l)%'0r^(33r) ^ 


35H4 Gl/2004-2 
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_ 

^ ^^irfqcr -rjm (^) ^ ^ wh-m^Bnr3Tf?ra>f^ 


[Part II —Sec, 3(ii)] 




(1) (2) (3) 
1. 7587 (^I) : 2004 7Sn^%^ — 

PicrTMi 
WT1 ^IHM 


(4) 

31 5{^q< 2004 


2. 15530 : 2004 WF#T, 


30 I^a*q< 2004 


W H,-,=h TrtM uroft^ ’nw inw 9 ireis? W ^ >irf, =if 10002 , iw)ifr=« 

^ 1^, ^ ^ 1 ,^,,p^ 


: T^. t : 1 ] 

'^. ^rf^cb ‘l?P''3^TT?irH^VI=f) (WH^-I) 

New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

S.O 32^—Inpiijs«anceofclause(b)ofsub-iule(l)ofRule7ofUieBureauofIiidianSlandai* 1987 the 

Bureau of IndiMStand^ hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule herMo 
annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, if 
any. Superseded by the New Indian 
Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

7587 (Part 1): 2004 Cage suspension 
gear for winding in mines 

Part 1 General Requirements 


310ct. 2004 

2 . 

15530:2004 Conveyor chains, 
attachments and sprockets— 
Specification 


30 Sep. 2004 


M»ra ^ n II. avaiiaDic tor sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 

Ah^ H andRegional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkatta Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and alsoBranch 

PatrPu“^^S^^^^^ Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, GuwahaU, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur. Nagpur. 


[Ref:MED/G-2:1] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 
M 10 fwSR, 2004 


_ T;, ^ ^ 198? %1¥w ? (1) »:gg (^) % .rahwFi^w^ 

t ^lR<fbT ^ ^ TTT^ f ^ ^f ; — 


w ^ rrsm : 25 , 2004 /^ 4,1926 
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[vnUJ—TST^ 3(ii)] 


■^. 3?^ <n4«r) 


si^q^ 

^ HH^ l>Tn 3?ft?Rl^ 'TON 
■*nw3T«WHH^, ^ 

3?rt^ 


^ AXX* 

WirWI mT«f 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


(3) 


(4) 


1. 3n^.-q?T. 12720 : 2004 

'<Ktn<4 ■*TFW> 

(^^S^frhfw) 


sn^. 12720 : 1993 


31-10-2004 


^ ’ 1 R?fhT'*n^W^ 3 lRnff ’IR?^ * 11 '!^^'^, * 11 '!^ 9'^?T5^'?n?^^J'?5^'*7Ff, ’ri f^<rciVl10002, ^ 

^u 5 > TC, ■^, • 5 ^ w ^irarr «hwl^4f 3TFR^Wf5t, Iprt, t^iwn 


[■?M: 3nt ■^./^-117] 

1^. W TT^TT, *TJ:95’ *wip!^lfl«b (TW’ft^-I) 


New Delhi, the 10th Decanber, 2004 

S.O. 3269.—Inpursuanceofclause(b)ofsub-rule(l)ofRule 7 ofthe Bureau ofindian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Scheduk 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No. & Year ofthe 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & Year ofindian Standards, if 
aiQ^, Superseded by the New Indian 
Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 , 

IS 12720:2004 Indian Standard 
Criteria for Stmctural Design of 
Spillway Training Walls and 

Divide WaUs 
(Second Revision) 

IS 12720:1993 

31-10-2004 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau ofindian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 


[Ref:WRD/G-117] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 
lOft^R^R, 2004 

3ir. 3270.—^ 1987 7 %^3qfWT (1) (13) % 313^-^* 
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P^ART II—Sec. 3(ii)] 




vT. 


^ HHib SKI arfJrafjpRr 




( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


(3) 


1. 3TT^.'^, 15529 : 2004/ 

T^. afl 1995 : 1982 

3Tf^q[4 

(^•75%) 

2. 11820 : 2004/ 
3Tr^. «Tt. 4389 : 2000 

(■7^ 


(4) 


31-10-2004 


31-10-2004 


^ t^, -<+,ld4>iai, 'W>^, CT«1T filial 


(cPfM-I) 

New Delhi, the lOth December, 2004 

... O ®-®;“™-~‘’"P"^“"““‘‘=*‘‘"“Wofsiib-niIe(l)ofRiile7oftheBuieauofIiidianSlandaidsRiiIes 1987 

the Bureau of Inian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standaids, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 

hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 


Si. 

No. 

No, & Year of the 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & Year of Indian Standards, if 
any, Superseded by the New Indian 
Standard 

Date of Established 

CO 

C2) 

Q) 

(4) 

1 

IS 15529 :2004/ISO 1955 ; 1982 

Citrus fruits and derived Products- 
Determination of Essential Oils 
(Reference Method) 


31-10-2004 

2 . 

IS 11820 :2004/ISO4389; 2000 
Tobacco and Tobacco Products- 
Dcicrmination of Organochlorine 
Pesticide Residues-Gas Chromato¬ 
graphic Method 
(First Revision) 


31-10-2004 


■•002andRegionalOfflces: NewDelhi,Kollcath, Chandig^l^cZ^^S^^^S 

Pat "put Bhubaneshwar. Coin*atore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur. Kanpur. Nagpur. 


(Ref: FAD/G-128] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 



W WTTSm : 25, 2004/11^ 4,1926 
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[’Fin—3(ii)l 


2004 

3ff, 3271 — Pl^H 1987 7 (1) (^) % 


9fr*T 'FnftlT MR?fH'*FW ('^) ^ SKI 

■^T. “HISTT 3T«i9l ♦ll’i'^, ^ 


4^lHfl raiST 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. sn^. 1696 2) : 2004 

3TFTFT-*FT 2 


3R^2004 


^ Hfn«») 'S'jft, Hn«»» 9 «I5IS^ *«Pf, 10002, «?>iHici^ '^ 

^'ld<=hW 1, "5*^ ?T«IT WS\ VtW, TFT^, 


^5PT^, »M^< , -qzjn, ^«IT ffl<*N«H’^»Ji<*T ■^* FFI®? 11 

[■?M : T5*T. 20/3TT^ 4696( ^ 2 ) : 2004 ] 


T^?r. w T^, ^Nrrf^ H8 iPi^?w (wiW-l) 


New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

S.O. 3271,—►In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given inlhe Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 


SCHEDULE 

SI. 

No. 

No . & Year of the 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, if 
any. Superseded by the New Indian 
Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 4696 (Part 2); 2004 ISO 
Dimensions for metric buttress 
threads - Part 2 Basic demensions 
(Second Revision) 


Octbocer 2004 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
7.afar Marg, Ncw Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata Chandigarh, Chennai, Muitibai and also Branch 
Offices; Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar; Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur Nagpur, P^tna, 
Pune, Thimvananthapuram. 


(Ref: MGP 20/IS 4696 (Part 2): 2004] 
S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tbch.-I) 
10 2004 

■^.311. 3272.—HW^ o'iO 1987 %'f^IFT 7 % ohPi 44 (TS) %"if 'ikhI'i *in'6 **j(l 

T;;?T^gKf ^iPiq^'TRf • 
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^ WT 

%'»TFf^%gj?r 






71. 


■=T^ ^Kdl'H HMcF^RT STtefiTtT 
"FFT^ 3T«1^ 'FH^, ■qf^ qit 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 15499 : 2004 

— 

31-10-2004 


^ %^Kd14^ MHcf, oijd. "l^f^-110002, 

'itw, 

^ ?T«TT f | 


i ■^7 -W] 

New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

S.O. 3272, In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 


SCHEDULE 

SI. No. & Year of the 

No. Indian Standards Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, if 
any, Superseded by the New Indian 
Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 15499:2004 

Guidelines for Survey of Housing 
and Building Typology in Cyclone 

Prone Areas for Assessment of 
Vulnerability of Regions and Post 

Cyclone Damage Estimation 

- 

31-10-2004 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah 
^ar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
OTces: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal. Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Ifyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur Nagpur Patna, 
Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. ’ 


[Ref ;CED/Gazette] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 
^ 10 fetHi, 2004 

3273,-~’hivqlH *incn o^<i 1987 % 7 (l ) (l5) hH«» 


[’FTII 

—3(ii)] 

W ^ WPl: 25, 2004/^ 4, 1926 
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SF^ 


HH4) SKI aiRisnPfq 
'(fFW 3|«1TIT ^ ^ 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

1?^. 7771 : 2004 

- rqfvirvi 

( H^CII “1) 

sui. i??T. 7771 : 1975 

31-10-2004 


■5^ MRl<n HH^t) WT, 9 <l^l5<7n5^ 'si'rx ♦ii‘1, ^ n^crlVl 10002, 

tert, Tiu^j i s , ^ -^rngr wfh:, 

w«n ^ f i 

T^?T. ^^llfi<if) *T^’3^ H5lfH^VI«b (d«hi1<5hVl) 

New Delhi, the lOth December, 2004 

S.O. 3273.—In pursuance of clause (b) of Sub Rule (1) of Rule 7 of Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, the 
Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standars, particulards of which are given in the Schedule hereto 
annexed have been established on the date indicated against each: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

No . & Year of the 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & year of Indian Standards, if 
any, Superseded by the New Indian 
Standards 

Date of Established 

(1) 

C?) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 7771; 2004 

IS7771:1975 

31-10-2004 


Letter Press Halftone Ink, 

Letter Press Halftone Ink, 



Black - Specification 

Black - Specification 



(First Revision) 




Copy of these Standards are is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, 
Nagpur, Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 


[Ref:CHD/GN:] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ I>y. Director General (Tech.-I) 
^ 10 2004 


3ff. 3274.— HH<t) ^ PlUH 1987 7 (1) %13r5 (fS) %HH«b 






■W. 

^TVM«f?T HH4) ^ 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

3n4. T(?T. 376 : 1986 

^r?Tt^ ^ 2, 2004 

30 2004 

2. 

sn^. T(?T. 247 : 1987 

1, 2004 

30 2004 

3. 

sn^. T(?T. 2752 ; 1995 

2004 

31 31^?^, 2004 

4. 

T(?T. 1919 : 1982 

^ 3, 2004 

31 3T?R[^, 2004 
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blench I a I, }x*^i W?IF3T ^nf<n4f TOfk, 


[^T^ : xr^. '^./iftl^] 

'^. (wM-I) 

New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

S.O. 3274.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed have been issued : 




SCHEDUU: 


SI. 

No. 

No. and Year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and year of Amendment 

Dateirom which the 
Amendment shall have 
effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 376:1986 

Amendment No. 2, Nov., 2004 

30-11-2004 

2 

18247:1987 

Amendment No. 1, Nov., 2004 

30-11-2004 

3. 

152752:1995 

Amendment No. 1, Oct., 2004 

31-10-2004 

4. 

IS 1919:1982 

AmendmentNo. 3, Oct., 2004 

* 31-10-2004 


Copy to these Standards are is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan 9 Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Ifyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. ’ ’ ’ 


[Ref. CHD/GN] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 


^ 10 2004 

W.m 3275 .—^ fWT 1987 %fWT 7 (1) (XBT) HHch «-^< l 





^ xttsTT ■RtN’ 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 


13010 ; 2002 ^ 

0.5 12 - ferlw 
(■'T^ ) 

1 2004 

2004 

13779 : 1999 

^ 1 2 “ fqPviy. 

2 31 ^41, 2004 

31SRJ^ 2004 

14697 : 19991^.XlI.'?^^ 

^ 

p '3TR - -ET^ ^ 0.2T^^ 

<1«TT 0.5T^^ - 

2 3T^<J5T, 2004 

31^^, 2004 




y 

9 


4f 


3 . 


[mnn—isn>s 3(ii)] 


W ^ wm : 25, 2004/^ 4, 1926 
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MK^M HH«h ■RlW'm, 9 «g>S< yH8 110002, 

7r«?T WT 

^^5i<, tRTfT, ^«IT I^RFt ^5 ■3wer f I 

[iM; i ^ nrit 34,33 w 40] 
TliiT. W TP^, %lf^ *T^’ ■Sn? H8lPl^ll^ (wft^-i) 
NewDeQii, ^ }QUi Dapen^, 2004 

S.O. 3275.—In pursuance of clause (b) ef fub-nite (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given 
in the Schedule hereto annexed have been issued; 


SCHEDUU: 

SI. 

No. 

No. and Year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and year of Amendment 

Date from which the 
Amendment shall have 
effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

l!f010:2002 ac Watt hour Meters, 

Class 0.5,1 and 2 - Specification 
(First Revision) 

1 OctobCT, 2004 

October, 2004 

1 

13779:1999 ac Static Watt hour 
Meters, Class 1 and 2 - Specification 
(First Revision) 

2 October, 2004 

October, 2004 

3. 

14697:1999 ac Static Transformer 2 October, 2004 

Operated Watt hour and \hr- Hour 

Meters, Class 0.2S and 0.5S - Specification 

October, 2004 

--—- 


Copy of these Amendments is available with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhawaii* 9 Bahadur Shah 
ZafarMarg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices! New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Cheiuiai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thimvananthapuram. 

[Ref:ET13A'34,33&40] 
S. DAS GUPTA Scientist ‘F’ Dy. Director General (Tech.-l) 


M 10 2004 

3276.—HMcb"PpriT 1987 %fWT 7 (l ) (’S) % 






sFR 


^ ^tnsTT afiT 


(1) 

4 (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 3470 : 2002 ’TO 

1 " 55^2004 





2 . IS 1 1488 : 1985 ^1 2004 

o rN r> 


;1684 Gl/2004—3 
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^ itfiraf vtT#i yw *n=w tm, 9 inns? W ^ >mf, -^if ftwft-110002, q;i*raf 

^ ^ ^ ^ 




New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

il..R,.r.f,'?f ,^”‘-:'"^'^^“°''<:'^«*('>)ofsub-niIe(I) rfRuIeToftheBuieauoflndianStaiidarislMw 1987 

the Bureau of •"dian Standards hereby notifies that amendments to the Indian Standaids, particulars of which are mveii 
in the Schedule hereto annexed have been issued : pmucmars or wmcn are given 


STHEIHIIK 

SI. 

No. 

No. and Year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and year of Amendment 

Date from which the 
Amendment shall have 
effect 

0 ) 

(2) 

G) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 3470; 2002 Hexane, Food 
Grade-Specification 
(First Revision) 

Amendment No. I July 2004 


2 . 

iS 1 ^t88 1985 Specification 
for fuel oil for use in marine 
diesel engines 

Amendment No. 1 July 2004 



7 r T; ..-ov™ „..e, -reavdiiaotetorsaiewithtlieBiireanrfliKlianStandaids,ManakBhavan, 9Bahadur 

Branch^^^f ’®®“»"^ '^8ional Offices: New Delhi, KolkalU Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 

anch OTices^ Ahmedahad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coinibaloie, Guwahati, Hytfeabad, Jaipur. Kanpur, Nagpti 

Patna, Pune, Tmruvananthapuram. ’ ’ 


[Ref:PCD3/T] 

S. DAS GUPTA, Scientist ‘F* Dy. Director General (Tech.-I) 
^ r^cnl, 10 2004 




V 

TT. 

^WTcT (^’) 

'‘TmfhT'qPTefi gRT STfhsFfim 

Whr T|PJ^ 3T8P?T-RP1^', -qfg 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

•]. 

IS 1448 :[?; 149]: 2004/ISO 
12156-1: 1997 


■^2004 


[ifi . -)49] 

■jjwniijfllpT 
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300 ]_ ^ ^ wrsr: 25,2004/^ 4 > 1926 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) ___ 


( 4 ) 



[IS 13360 Part 6/Sec 11): 2004/ 

ISO 974:2000] 


'^2004 


) 


^ 6 tTPfH *^5^ 

;• 


srti q><.Hl 



[IS13360Part5/Sec26): 

2004/180 527.5:1997] 
■^^nfeq>-'9^Nn>r H.&Rfqi 

WJ 5 

26 

i^qin^VIIW'+l Mqfcin 

TcTifeqr ■^91 ^ 

MAPtiqi 


■^2004 

[IS 13360 Part 8/Sec 13) : 

2004/ISO 4582:1998] 

^rllf^-^rtNpJT 

’in 8 ^lPl<q/wiqpiq> 

■Tjotr^rf 13 % 

qedn alk “[prtmt 
qx-i! 

op® 3^ 

■5^2004 

18:15477:2004 

MRiqr Zf5^ sfrt 

'^f3I^31rti^ 


^5?Tli2004 

18:6092: Part 3/Sec 3): 
2004/1805316:1977 

M^Rrtn ’in 3 

Tpnqta w ^5^ 3 


*^2004 


^ MKc^<^ HHcb ^ HH<» ttT^ 9 ^ -RT^, ^ 1^-110002, 

cb1<H<» l < n, Tr«n ^ TT^TW, 

■5H^, cRH5^, ■'RHI, ^qr '^* fqsbl 'SHcn®*? f I 


w Tpn, ‘■^’ ^ (wW'-p 
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New Delhi, the 10th December, 2004 

__SCHEDULE 


Si No. and year of the 
No. Indian Standards 
Established 


(0 


( 2 ) 


No. andyear of Indian Standards, Date of Established 

if any, Superseded by the New Indian 

Standard 


1. IS1448;[P; 149];2004/ISO 

12156; 1997 Methods of test 
for Petroleum and its Products: 
Part 149 Diesel Fuels— 


(3) 


None 


(4) 


June 2004 


Assessment of Lubricity using 
the High-frequency 

Reciprocating Rig (HERR) —Test Method. 

2. [(IS 13360 Part 6/Sec 11); 

2004/ ISO 974 :2000] Plastics 
—Methods testing Part 6 
Thermal Properties Section 11 
Determination of Brittleness 
Temperature by Impact 

3. [(IS 13360 Part 5/ Sec .76) • 

2004/ISO 527-5; 1997] 

Plastics—Methods testing Part 
5 Mechanical Properties 
Section 26 Determination of 
Tensile Properties—Test 
conditions for unidirectional 
fibre- reinforced plastic composites 

4. [(lS 13360Part8/Secl3): 

7004/ISO 4582 ; 1997] 

Plastics—Methods testing Part 
8 Permanence/'Chemical 
Properties Section 13 
Determination of changes in 
colour and variation in 
properties after exposure to day 
light under glass, natural 
weathering or laboratory light sources 

5. IS 15477: 2004 Adhesives for 

use with, ceramic tiles and mosaics 

6. IS 6092 (Part 3/Sec 3): 2{X)4/ 

ISC' "016; 1977 


None 


None 


None 


None 

None 


June2004 


June2004 


June 2004 


July 2004 
June 2004 


Mciiiods of sampling and test 
tbi fertilizers Part 3 


Determination of phosphorus 
Section 3 E.xtraction of water- 
soluble phosphates 


7 r of Standard available for .sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards Manak Bhavan 9 Bah;iHiir shah 
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18 3T>TOr, 2004 

3iro 3278.—i*#?!Tnf^^ "3:^TR^^f*ran: ^ 

HTgg T ^ ^ ^') w «lk -RT?-qrw arfaPm, 1976 (1976^60) 

(•RTS# ^ 1^, l987%‘3Rir#%3T^t#^'5HWRT ^ WTRTt %WIRnT1J#n# 3^ # 

'^f 'aM*j«^n #1T W'T «b«fl <^^ii; 

sm: 3T^, ^TT^in; ■3«W3Tfiiif5m^<Tiir36# ( 7 ) «lk (8) 

172-17|^, ^•l^,T^3!l^i^f?T5TRS—124507 (^«««hfT^-III) ^ 

“■ 53 ^#’* 3fR«rarf#T, ^ % hI^ci« l«5^'RnT*'^<:^'rs?” 

t HT g <r< ^y. SI^t) g4TrT'^/09/2004/81 wt, 3T5*te 

‘JTRT’^-'TSr '3^1'Q % I * 


s^-RTs^ alk^^^^OTnioo 

f*p. TR. % I ■RTRRH ^TRlilW ("f) "RR RITR 5 %. ’TIT. % 1 "5^ T^RT aT#R55^ % f^RWT W TlfTITR 'BqW^TRRR^ 

TPT1R% 1 •gP^ 3 w 4» S I R i s 31^ Mfl'uriR I <i4«b<.'*i 230 #T 50 8^4 

«niT 11^ ^ 11 #s ^ ■^t^r WT ^ 11 

^tWt % 3rfMtR?T RjRZ^ «RR3Tff % ■*r?fH # ^ TtRT% % %t? 

# Pt>AH ar irnTi > 



#^*‘l^’*’1?nx10i*, 2xlO^*Rr 5x1 (J*^ % 1^ tRRRRTRT 11 


[mtf. SWt^-21( 2lf )/2Qd1 ] 
#o -^o f« i| T>jpf , M?f®f», ftrflW-RTtf ffcftTR 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 
New Delhi, the 18th August 2004 


[Part II— Sec. 


... ,h .. “>6 Central CSovernmem, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 

du hority, ts ^tisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with^ 
Fovisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Wights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


tu o therefore, m exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act 

m uu . hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing instnimeni 

(Weighbridge type) with digital indication belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy class III) of “WB” series with 
brand name “ELECTRO” (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Weightronics, Plot No. 172-173, 
Pait-A, M.I.E. Bahadurgarh-124 507 (Haiyana) and which is assigned the approval marie IND/09/2004/81; 

The said Model is a non-automatic weighing instument (weighbridge) with a maximum capacity of 30,000ke 
and minimum capacity of 100kg. the verification scale interval (e) is 5kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per-cent 
subtractive retained tare effect The Light Emitting Diode display indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates 
on 230 volts and 50-Hertz alternate current power supply. The load cell is of strain gauge type. 



Ill addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above Stonne and upto 100 tonne 
with verification scale intewal (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5kg or more and with ‘e’ vMue 1 xl0^ 
2x!()'' or 5 X l()^ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer 
in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 
been manufactured. 


[WM-21(219)/2001] 

R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 



[^n- ^3(ii)] _ W ^ TIW : 25> 2004/^ 4> 1926 

2004 

» 3279.-%^ ^ >*1, 5RI ^ ^ ^^^ 

(gift’ll1976 (1976^60) 

Tran«t^ ■^nn^ T#TT 3?k ^ 

3 m: W3Tf^f^^^36^^-^(7) 4TWTro(8) ^jrSTcT^I^ 

*A \ ^ ^V i ■^m'^. 201 > 10 u 45, ^armf^ffe Ph'^T'I, 51^1 

^ ^ # mmm m ^ u 28/i; ■ w, w Tt 4 ii oi4^ w mm ^ 

xp!^T«hTT ^ 

2004/232 "T^ t» ^ HeriiRnl 'h^tO 11 , 

11 WT 300 m ^PfT^ 500 fir. TIT. 11 Mmm mm*TT ^ gHTW (t) "lO^* ■JJT- ^ 

3TT i)^a<^H iiP^ t I^TW W TitoT 6t<chd4 l ^ ^ gTT^q^ TT^ t i WT?T <>w4cr> ^ihU (1^ ^ TTt;?^ TfrgPT hRuIN 

-3tmf^ WT113q^5rJT 230 ^ 3?fk 50 ^ 3Rqi«T# ^ 1^ Tm ^ 11 




^ i f^ PT T^ ^ ^ % 3TfMw ■'T#! ^ igt^ ^ ^ "^Tt^T^ 

ch) vjimjO I 

3^3Tfilf^^^^36^WITO (12) -=r)^ -=n^n1 

% gTyik^% W wim % 3j4<l< i 4iT! R<rHHfd i ^ 4^1 fe^ %3=?k ^ h74ci 

l^^rftrf fem'Hgnt f^inPid 43 ^%^#'^. «<>Hi4ai,s>?k cw4HiCT-i.% ^ 1 ft. tit .,50 ft. tit. 

% “^’’■RT^ %ftR 100 '^5,000 '3ftTl^(T^^)<3^tt 100 ft.TIl^'3^ft3Tft^% (■^) 'RTR^ftRSOOO 

^50000 TI^^^^WmWTTTTR3ftTI^^50%Tn.^^aTft^^^t^‘*^**"^1^''0^2xl0 5^10^ 

% f ,■# ■SIWTRT "RT 'j^“it=rp "RT 5fir^ % «*ig,^ ^ ' 

S [mu ■5*?^1^R-21 (111 )/2003 ] 

B j Tfto T^o ftft^URft^TR 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3279.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by^e prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below), is in confomiity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its •ccuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8J of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate df approval of the model of self-indicating, non¬ 
automatic, (Table top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “JEWEL” series of high accuracy (Accuracy 
class-II) and with brand name “EAGLE” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufectured by M/s Shanghi 
Yousheng Weighing Apparatus Co. Limited, Room No. 201, Bldg. No. 10 No. 45, Zhuan Xin Road, Minhang, Shanghai, 
China and imported in India by M/s E. G. Kantawalla Pvt. Limited, Survey No. 28/1, Damodar Nagar, Old Nagar 
Mundhwa Road Kharadi, Pune—411014 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/232; 

The said Model (see the figure given below) is strain gauge ^^pe^toad cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 300g and minimum capacity of 500mg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is lOmg. Jt has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(L.ED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 M)lts and 50-hertz alternate current power supply; 


''im 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of ^proval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, and performance of same series with maximum c^aci^ upto 50kg and with number of verification 
scale interv'al (n) in the range of 100 to 5 ,000 for ‘e’ valucisf Img to 50mg and with mumber of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of I0()mg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10'‘, 2x 10'‘ or 5^ lO*', 
k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zep manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. # 


[F.No. WM-21(111)/20031 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 


^ % 1 ^ «o ^ ^ 50 3n^ 



swi?!^ 50 Wiw ^4. 

' [iTiI.U-S^^-2''C''’'’^'^°°^^ 

,o f«II#. 1^. ^ 


"3^ 

Sr.T^=--”- 

sxio*.% 


;><iS4 C'tl/2004—4 



i(K)92 


ew Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 
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S.0.328«._Whereas,her ^ ^">ber. 2004 —== 

(LED) display indicates thp ^ with a 100 percent «n ”^^ninium capacity of 4e weighing 

supply; ' "’® '^^'gl'ing resuli The instrumeni ‘*'®‘=''''e felained tare eff.1 tJ r ''«nfication scale 

«-s.rr.r”r» 



™«pi.| p:.,. «,,i., ,1,,, 

GovcrnmcnrhtTebydT^^^^^ ^ machine for 
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3 2004 

cFTo 3iro 3281.—^’^0^ ^JT, yiF^'M'O fei<i -s^ y^ti RhI^ ''IT ^ ^ *Ihi ^ 

1976 (1976 ^ 60) W W aftl H I M Hi-f q? 
(■RTS^' ^ 1^, 1987% %t ^WTT t f% dMWK %t 3T%N ■^’ Vt '^'^fm 

^«m%r -sRPo; sftr ■^' 3re[R 

37^: 3T^, %^^e^ ■3^3Tfi#m%t^36%t^-«Tm(7) ^ (8) ^RT31^?li%P7f ^ 3n%I ^ "^131^ 

3lf%%T^^137teT%. PdfH^S, 201, f%^^. 10^. 45, ^gTRf^ffe fi P gPI, ^ fiK I 

■f "sfl chi<iiqi<rii m, 31^^. 28/1, 'I'K, 3i)<rs 'I'K ti'S^i’ii <a<isi, '5’^-411014'SRT 3?Rnf%TT®? 

(W«%T^-n) 37F!raT%T, 3f^ 3M^^Ui (-t^ZWf 31^) %'*feT 

^f%R%^F^^^TR **^Md*'% (nTsd ^1*11%) 3T^3TT^ ^*i 1^/09/2004/234 
f%^ TRTT f, 37j4l<;H 3niM-'9?7 ’Sfrc)' 3?tT y4f>ff^M f I 

’S=K1 ♦iT'SCI 3 i[<J)Ri ) iq^fl (^’l) ^IR 3l|fe)ll<n 3l^’^|fdfl ( yet>K) nid*! 

1 1 3TftTWR ^mr 150 fern sftr soo in. 1 1 Hrqin "RmH ^’<hm (^) ^ ’iri io tit. 1 1 

3TTt|q^d’1 tlPw % Pil^cfJl ^ uffljw tirfer 3TR)<4g.C1'1 3P1R% I Mew^l Sl^ls (1^'^'^) 31^ flldH Rft”IW 

•dMcnffo ^RTT I 'ftHctJiui 230 qlcTi 3?tT 50 5<i'^ y^Rol ^Rl fq^n «qiq "^R q5(M '^<\\n . 



Cap Max: 150 leg. e^ddslOg. Cap Min: 500 g 


WlP^'l ^ %T ■5%f%TT % 3TfM^ % %T^ %t 13teT% 

Rh'MI 'JllHMI I 

%'?0q ^■(.qiK ejcKi 3Tf%%TR%i' ^Ki 36 %1 'SHqKi (12) gio ^51 >iq)*i =h<^i gi<, qlnqi % Rt> iiq6 

rT5cT% 3i^*i)^’i % 5^1 yni'^inq % '^In'ln 8^ fqf^Hini fei<i % 3H^tlK,3il<, 3i^*i)I^fl hT(Sc*i 

RiPiftd i%^l fqpifta "3^ ^TSIcht ^1'4'ctl 3?)^ <5l3l4'1id’1 % o^cii 3 ?It 100 1r. HT. "RT 3^^) 

3<fqoti % % Id 5000 ^ 50,000 d<^5 ^ tirmM*l mi’I 3RRTRI'R%cT 50 f%. TIT, eiq> %T 3if^chOH ^Hni qie^ ^ 3|^ 

“ ' RTR 1X10^, 2 X10^'RT 5 X10^, % f ."Slt ■RT TjyiNi ■RT % TTH^RR f I 


[R)I. ^55^T^-21( 111 )/2003] 

Rto "qo Pi^?fiq5, I^Pq^ "RTR f^RlRT 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 25,2004/PAUSA 4,1926 


New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3281.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
■Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate scia ice under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, m exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Ccniral Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic, weighing 
instalment (Platform UTie) with digital mdiaition of “PET” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with brand 
name “EAGLE” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Shanghi Yousheng Weighing 
Apparatus Co Limited, Room No. 201, Bldg. No. 10 No. 45, Zhuan Xin Road, Minhang, Shanghai, China and imported 
in India by M/s E. G Kantawalla P\1. Limited, Survey No. 28/1, Damodar Nagar, Old Nagar Mundhwa road Kharadi, 
punc~4l 1014 and which is assigned the approval mark lND/09/2004/234; 

The said Model (sec the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with a maximum capacity of 150kg and minimum capacity of 500g. The verification scale 
intcr\'al (c) is lOg. It has a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50-Hertz alternate current power supply; 



i 3p Max: 150 kg. e M ^ 10 g. Cap Min: 500 g 


• . addition to sealing the stamping plate scaling shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
rraudulcnt practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Oivernmcnt hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, and performance of same senes with maximum capacity ranging above upto 50kg to 300kg and with 
number of verification scale inler\'al (ii) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘c’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ 
value of 1 U)^ 2 X10“^ or 5^!()’', k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the 
same luanufaclurcr in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved model has been manufactured. 


fF. No. WM-2l(lll)/20031 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M fell, 3 2004 

3|To 32S2,—yiPfeT^spiTf^ ^ feR ^ t 

3TT^^*) ^3fRRTRRTW3Tf«^fWT, 1976 (1976^60) ^«1T^ 3?h:RrT 
(RTS^ ^ 3T^Rt^) fro, 1987 %3^^'%3f1^F^t cIMMK'Sr#! ^ 3T5^'^* ^ '3^‘*feT 

RSTTs^m Tii^ RftftsrW ^3^^ 

sm: 3T5I, •3^3Tfvf^m^«iro36^‘3^-tim ( 7 ) sftr (8) inr^T J^ifqq^T ^ iHW 

RWt'C n it g RPeffR^^, ^iRTT^, 201, f^frSMR. 10U 45, ^37PTl^Xt^, ^ [qftffrd 3^k 

i 4 m R^fq ^ g, ^28/1,411014srow^■3lFTfc^R«^?^m 

(trsTT^NnR^-ii) (%^zr -jt^) %.Rr5^^ 

f^rFI%^TR ♦iT’S<n '1^1^) 3TT^':^/09/2004/235 

%RT W t, ST^RtlR RRR-R^ 11 


• 3 ^ Ml'Sd 3TT^^^’) ('^) '^3r?R 31^^lld4 (%sr^ZR 

11 3lf^^RR 15 f^, RT, 3frC ^Rcn 50 m t! H6Mim HIMHH 3RT1M (if) ^RH 1 TIT, 11 37T^<Hg.^ 

t W wldVIcl ^IT% 3TT«lZT5^ ! y«hlV! >§h 15 (’Qj^lf^) TI^TTt^ mR'JIH ^^FRffT 

11 ciHchiui 230 aftr 50 'SR^TTSRff ^ RT ■^)T4'^RcTT ^ I 



Wlf^lM ^ ^5^ipcf)d % aifdR«k1 «6H«i'iyj sqq^l^* % R#T ^ olci^ 'It 

^^5!Tqrrft| 

3lk 36^^11^(12) SKI VlPw^f^ y4\*l 

Rf^%3T^^=to%' ^ W tTTR^%3TtpRT 3^1 RiPlHidI ^'3^fagRT, f5^n^% gT^RTT 3^'3^ IHRiil ^ 3i^*i1F^n hIsci 

fqf^rf^f^TpTTf 3?^ 1 Rt. TIT. 50 fiT.TIT. 

TT^ % “■^’’RPT %%3; 100 5000 ^64144 HH 3WCR1 (T^^) 3^R IOORt.UT, 'qT'SR^ 3Tf^% “‘^’’RT^ 

5000^50, 000 ^cHim MRHM 3RRRTR%?T 50 RfJ. TIT. cT^^ 3Tfe(TR ^RTIT^f 3?R “^"RT^IxIO^, 2x10^ 

RT 5x10^, % '^,'^ ■SPTJcR^RT ■^^JITTR^ ^ I 

[ tR.R. :5S^^1R1-2 1 ( 111 )/2003 ] 

., ivi.. Jto T^o Pi^J^I4>, RTR 
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New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3282.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
amhority. is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of V/eights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
•N-ensures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
SI stained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the pow ers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Ccniral Government hereby isjsues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self-indicating non- 
automatic, (Table top t>pe) weighing instrument with digital indication of “SILVER” series of high accuracy (Accuracy 
ciass-ll) and with brand name “EAGLE” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Shanghi 
Yousheng Weighing Apparatus Co. Limited, Room No. 201, Bldg. No. 10 No. 45, Zhuan Xin Road, Minhang, Shanghai, 
Caina and imported in India by M/s E. G. Kantawalla Pvt. Limited, Survey No. 28/1, Damodar Nagar, Old Nagar 
-Mundhwa Road, Kharadi, Pune-411014 and which is assigned the the approval marie IND/09/2004/235; 

The said Model (see the figure given below) is strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of I5kg and minimum capacity of 50g. The verification scale 
inierv’al (c) is Ig. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates tlie weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50-Hertz alternate current power supply; 



In addition to scaling the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraiiduicnt practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Gc\crnmeni hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50kg and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 5000 for ‘e’ value of Img to 50mg and with number of verification scale 
mierval (n) m the range of 5000 to 50,000 for value of 100 mg or more and with ‘e’ value of I x 10\ 2x 10'‘ or 5x10^ 
k being the positive or negative w hole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
wiih the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-2I(1II)/2003] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M feft, 3 2004 

^o3ffo 3283.—Wm^iPTlt 
%-3!FI ftits-? ^puta flTsCT Wa^TIR-Rmaif^^ 1976 (1976^ 60) ^sit^afkTirTiIH^J 

(’iTS#^3i3%=T)1¥m.i987%^»if%3i3wt3^^^ ^WTOtfeOTrartinitTT^aTT^^-^ 

'*T^?T«hfT ^Hli< T^'ll sfk '4R;f^Rl4f ^ 3'M^«W #5[T 

am; ^ m 36 Q)^ ^;wTi(8)^ir:m7if^'^3?^^ 

^ WT^. 20i,1^^uiou45,^aMf^tgfiFm,^,^gRrfqf¥%^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ram??n 3JT. Wt^, ^ u 28/1, w, ait^ w ts-. ^arr^, 

^g n4<1l ( WgfalT^-lI) 3TFfm%T, d f ^c^ ' ^Pga flldH ^moT %-qf5^ 

(M kk\i^ HV^in,<J<w HiSdalkMargute 

ftmr mqr t, a^:i*il^-i 3niFr-'q^ ^ afk imn!^ f i 

^•*feT anffn^)fqf<T (^) (^^R3^ Tt lcrin w<m 

1 1 arfq^ ^H 3 0Rm. loom1 1 iA<f\m himhh 3i^?ra^(^) 2 m.t 

^f«M % ftltichl yfrl^m 0H<!b^'ilw<t) tj[(I<d <sn^<H5ClH IPiml’ I >t^i^t aw'sl'?) si'Hi-s (ijr^'^'^) 1ir5[9f 6l<H^ ■'Tf^FTH'^^f^fd '^^TclT 

11 ^4cft<ui 230 Tte aftr 50 ^ 3ic«n«Rff vm imm ^ ^ 1 1 



■RifVl ^ ■^pdte ^sqq^Rf % %T^ WH ^ 73^ ^ % %l^ ^ 

afk, 4 cki 3{fiifTO^36 (12) gR T 1^ ^ vff^ ' ^f ^Tpfln^ »4lMm 1%-g^ 

■RT5^%a^5Hl<i^%^Tf^llHHi^%a^fl^■^fl ftfHHidI 5^T^fe:RT,fe3Tl?^%3^^^a^3# 

f^PiPid ^'^•gftatft^c 1 1n. m ^ so f^.m 

W % % 1^ 100^ 5000 MIR a7?nM (^) 100 fJT.TIT. m3Tf^% ‘'f”-RFT 

5000 ^50 000 HTH HW at?n:mriq%?T 50 %. TJT. W^arf^sp^R ^nqrcTTm^f a^ “^’’■RFTIxIO^, 2x10^ 

m 5X10^, % f «pnm^ m "m ■^ % 

[■R5T.'H. ^:«^T3rrT-2i( 111 )/2003] 

ito T^o ^risnrrTj^^ ttfi 
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New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3283.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authorin', IS satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate semce under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self-indicating, 
non-automatic, (Table lop type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “T” series of high accuracy (Accuracy 
class-ll) and with brand name “EAGLE” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Shanghi 
Yousheng Weighing Apparatus Co. Limited, Room No. 201 Bldg. No. 10 No. 45 Zhuan Xin Road, Minhang, 
Shanghai, China and imported in India by M/s. E G. Kantawalla Pvt. Limited, Survey No. 28/1, Damodar Nagar, Old 
NagarMundhwa Road, Kharadi, Pune-411014 and which is assisgned the approval mark IND/09/2004/236: 

The said Model (sec the figure given below) is strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table Top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification 
scale interval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The light Emitting 
Diode (LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current 
power supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exereise of the powers, conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, and performance of same scries with maximum capacity upto 50 kg and with number of verification 
scale interv al (n) in the range of 100 to 5000 for 'c’ value of Img to 50 mg and with number of verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘c‘ value of 100 mg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10^ 2x 10'‘ or 5x 10\ k being 
the positiv’e or negative w'hole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with 
the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(111)/20031 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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% ^ (^ -T^ «nff3 M ^ TfR ;5iiw i976 (1976 w 

( HTsdf "3^ ^ iwf, 1987 % ^ ^ "SIW ^ 11^ ^ 8% ^<5d 

W«f?TT «PTT^ WfI mRR^R(^' ■»T 

37?T; SToJ, ^<«1>i('(, "3^ 36 ^^-VRT (7) (8) SKI MUXI .W M«fl‘^ 

^inI 4^^’m ^v i ^ Idfnis, 3RTr'=fo 201, lo^o 45 , <)s, 

i ^ iyfe l^ 3n. RrlfH^S, ^ 28/1*, W, 3Tt^ im, T3TI^, '3^-411014SRT 311*1?^ 

(•q«n«JciTT^-iii) si'M^f^ti, 3r<i>« cil^ 3W{i4 

237 flH^^^fVId 3^ Wtt! . ’ ' 

(it# ^ ■nf 3TTffi) ^ ,C^) ^ 5^/HIT armifoi 3re?p#m ( 

1 1 3Tf#^5gTT ^pcpcn 75 f#r. m .srh -^iHciH mm 200 m t!. ^R?im>HmM ^riw <^) ^ htst; i^) #t: t^r 

3TT#Hg;mt f^RT^7 RT-mRiJ^I< 1 «>4'45cmm<1i 3TT#'4^lrH/5IHr4f 1 Til#!!?! ^w4«b '41^5' (^T?#^'cflciH iR^IIH 
TJ^T^ffriT ^R?TT 11 ^WT^ 230 3^ 50 15^ llrErmf tiro IT^ra'tR ^ 11 



Csp Msjt: 75 kg, e = dd = 10 g. Cap Min: 700 e 


% 3l[rtR^ ^'13^ 

^^Sfrqitl .-;.:!-.vpn-;aibXi-i. 

^ 36 (12) gill 

it. .. >. N ♦ T <^ ^ r> f • : r\ . f>, r<. V ' ‘ ■ ' - : -.^ ■ '• ■ ■ ■ ■' rt - ■ ’■■■ -T^-*\ '> ■^•'A. =' ^-'* X'A'^ 

MI4<H ^ #r 15 f 1 W SRPm rai’Tfmn 5R1 Rl^M, I5'4I5H ^3{^^K 3lR;3?irT ;yIHUlHVSel 

FfHwf 5 pSfOTRT ^ ^ #T71^ W, W#?IT 3TR 8M«+4y| Hi ^ ^ 5^ ^ 

“■?” RH %f^ 500 # 10,000cT^^t^# T1r4mHW Hr^3RR^^Hfe^ 5Q%.m # SOOi^f^/m. 

“i” RHIxlO^ 2x10^^ 5x10^, % f ,^ VHItHf*^ HT'it4«T1?H^ ' '’ ■^''-’■- 

[mu ^5^T^-21 ( 111 )/2003] 
■qto Ti;o <^NJni^rci, Th^VI^i, fMH^HTql^^PT 

V>S 4 Cil/ 2 lK) 4—5 
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THEGAZETI'EOF INDIA: DECEMBER 25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 


[Part II—Sec. 3{ii)] 


New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 


S.O. 3284--Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 

authority, is sali^sfied that the model described in the said report {see the figure given below), is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules. 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditionsi 

No^ therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating’ 
non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “PLT” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “EAGLE” (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s 
Sanghi Yousheng Weighing Apparatus Co. Limited, Room No. 201, Bldg. No. 10 No. 45, Zhuan Xin Road, Minhang, 
Shanghai, China and importcxl m India by M/s E G, Kantawalla Pvt. Limited, Survey No. 28/1, Damodar Nagar Old 
Nagar Mundhwa Road, Kharadi, Pimc-411014 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/23 7; ' 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with 
a maximum edacity of 75 kg. and minimum capacity of 200g, The verification scale inteml (e) is lOg. It has a tare 
whh 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing 
esult. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



Cap Max: 78 kg. a ■ dd ■ 10 g. Cap Mlnj 200 g 


fraudulent"pfactices plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 

^ Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
government herby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model is to be cover the weighing instruments 
0 same maximum capacity above 50kg, and upto 300 kg. and with number of verification scale interval (n) 

in the range of 500 to 10,000 for e value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of U\Q\ 2»< ]0'‘ or 5^ l0^ k being the 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 


[F.No. WM-21(IlI)/2003] 
P A, KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 


[MFTII—-aro 3(ii)] 
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w ("^ ^ ^ ^) ^ sfk-trm "tTmT i976 (i976 ^ 60) it«it w wm 

("^5T 1987 ^ ^ ^ j<p'H % "5^ ifici ®hl '^^i^i'ii % ftf ci'iiciK ^iflf 4Wftl ^ 'it hi#W 

t^snstiTT TShn ^^jT?rr 

ai?r: ai^, sifMfwr ^ ^ 36 ^f'TVRi (7) 4 hni<i ( 8 ) ‘SRi "jraW ■ 51 ^ 

■ 4 ^ k\\^ 201,^l1^^lf<» 10'^o 45,^aR?Tf^fw,fJr^, ihsni.^rfHsKi ftpiPiq •afti: 

■ 4 ^ i ^ <biiic»i«i 3ITO ^ ^o 28/1, '^swp, ^-411014 wrr 'irw^ '^wiRin 

WsfiTt (^^'IT^^fn^-^Il) 4l«b«b ^<1, cim h*?)!^) % 

t < 1 ^ 11) iHT^TI fiiy gn^T^'^/09/2004/ 

238 -m t, Tmm y«bifi!irt 11 ; ■ ^ 


■3^ ^ ^) (■?^) Ttir ^1Rsmilftn swpillftw (tiw 13R WIT) ^^WT’JT 

11 '5^T^ arf^IWT ?Wtn 30 f%. UT. 8[Wtn lOOUr. 11 'W<«Iim MIMHM (■^) «Pff1trt2TIT. f t ^ 

t f^RTOT ^RI-Tlfir^m «M4b6HI<H«»> «nft?T U'TWt I ■SI*Jll (1?5T‘^‘^) 31^ lit?n 



^lfiq ' < | iSBt ■5?df^ iby^i’ipt iSTflinff % ^ alci^ ^ ^ 

« 

a(T3*it7ri% §H yHi“i'ra ^ sripfn "aift fciP^Hi^ii ski 4^1 f«4i*^, ^^'S^ll^^ % ■HWifl ai;j*ilRid *115^1 

* •q«IT«tm3fl^^JRtTITm% fltMH vJM«B{TJi tftffftTsjt afftl fH.UT, ^ 50 fH.HT. 

100^ 5,000W^^ft‘^R«mH'RH3iTOl(TrT) 3ftl 100fH.'IIT.^'3B^aif^%**^*’’*TnT%1^ 

S,e00 50,000 ^Higfl 50 fa.TTT. gTfqWT SiWmT^t afti 1x10^ 2x10^ 

^|j<io^,% f,'juifif,TTT^%^*iti<rflf I "* 

['PIO^O■53^T^*T-21 (111 )/2003] 


/ 


44>- 


ito x(o ^Buii*^f<(, Pi^TO ftrf^ "m f^m 

ft 






U)2 THE G.42ETrE OF iNDfA: DHCEMBER25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 1 P,xrt: II-^Sec. 3(ii)] 


Nc’v Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.0.3285—Whereas the Ce itml Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
autlionty. is satisfied that the model descir''i:d in the said report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with the 
of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and io render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the poivers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self indicating, non- 
automatic (Tabic top t>pc) weighing instrument with digital indication of “ARC” series of high accuracy. (Accuracy 
class-II) and with brand name “EAGLE (herein after referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s Sanghi 
Yoiishcng Weighing Apparatus Cp4-innua;. Rcoin No. 201, Bldg. No. 10 No. 45, Zhuan Xin Road, Minhang, Shanghai, 
t'iuii,! and imported in India by'#sjA'i KhiPimvalla P\t. Limited, Survey No. 28/1, Damodar Nagar, Old Nagar Mundhwa 
Rond Khaiadi. Pune-4110^hicii iassigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/238; 

1 he said model (see'fhe ftgure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
insinimcai (Liblc top type) ir^jdmuni capacit)' of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale 
inter,al (c) is 2g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent ^subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
:LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Ws and 50 Hertz alternative current power 
uipplv - 



In addition to scaling the stamping plate scaling shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine lor 
traiidulcr practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
(.■ 0 \ cnmietu herby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar tiiakc and performarice of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with number of verification 
.^calc intern al (n) in the range of 100 to .5,000 for ‘e’ value of I mg. to 50 mg. and with number of verification scale 
in.icr\aJ (n) in the range of : ,000 to 50.00(i for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10\ 2x 10'‘ or 5x 10‘‘, 
!- being the positnc or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
\.!ili the same principle, design and ■vith ihc same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
Manufactured 


[F. No WM-21(lll)/2003j 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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WoSlTo 3286.— 

^ 3TTf^^') ^ 3flT ^ 3Tr#m, 1976 (1976 "^60) trit^ 

( HT^dT ^ f^T^, 1987 % ^ % (HMIdR 11^ ^ 31^ ■^’ 'ft 3^ *iT<5<jl 

WsfcTT Tlft^ #7 ft^f'FT ^Tftftsrftpft ft' 8"q^^ "ft^ TI^ ^TT<TT 


31^: 31^, W<=6K, "3^ aftvlHAm ^ %TP(T 36 (7) sftT'^’T^nTT (S) ^TH TT^ '^if^^* ^ IPft^ ^=Rft ^ 

4'H4 ^■ItilR^'H ft'6r$j)lHW '511.1^., 10 ol^<i "ftwl, ■'ftRPTT, 6^ % 3TT^ ^“•sR^-Hd "QiRTTT, '^’l^fk-560058 S|0.t 

RiPiRid •g^^gipftfT (wgftrr^“ll) ^ % ^^<=h -^hwi ^ 

hT^c^ flip's im ** ’’ % (Rf'ft 5'Hft ^?i% 4?'^ni^’3<w ^Tsd <=h5i MMi 'ft) sftrf^rft 3T^[*ft5i^ ■f^flE 13 ^ 7 "^ft/ 

09/2003/626 ■5RFW5T "^Tlft 3fti; ythjRm I 



3^ ^ HlnlRrlRl^^r^ 3TmTR3 ’3f^’£flRT7I 3R T^JR) 8Wa| ftl STRiWT 8iRcn 34 

%. m aft! so in. 11 *i r tfjR R ai^riod (f) ^'tpti in. ti ^ snft^f^cT’*! ■5RR11 ■?m-yRivi<i 

qrR^ 3RT0^T^-gMP?t i-;^ (•q??T^’^) <i)6H mR» ii h 8M<;f$n i ^i:^ \ 1 139 ^^ 230 aftr so ^ 

yrmqciT VKT ’’IT ft I 

•riWt ^ ^ % 3<fdR°M ^>q3«jjjf ^ ftr -ft^ % 'ft ^^tmK 

%qT'5m37TTI 

aftr, 8cw aifM^m's^«iro36^3wii ( 12 ) 5 R 1 H«;is viRw'^f^^pftn'=i ^^'^1 t%3^ 

Rf5^% '3T3ift^% 5fj yjnwm % aftrftr 8^1 RiW?n ?kt 3^ sfR ^ihuI ^ Rifi^ ^ H’iski 

f¥¥ft3l^'wt ftftftft33^ jf3r^'%^'!ft'ft^,'2T«nsftn3ftT^iTftw3'%ift#T3^i^RW'ft#t'5ft 1 Rr.m ftl 50 Rt.'iit. 3^ 
100ftr 50,0003353ft'iDSTft‘ ^cMim HI4HH 3T(RI^ (T^) aftriOORr.UT. ■?1I3^3Tfq3>%‘*^”'m3%%R5,000 
•ft 50,00033r3ft^ft'trmR (t^ 3 ) aiffOia'Jaf^ sofqr.ur. 33 >3ft 3 if^ 3 > 3 R^f aftr 1x10^2x10^, 

RT 5X10^, % "f, "^ft ■s?3T?'r35 "^II ■^on?*R> “'JpifsF ■qi ■^ %"f t 

[•q^.^. :5S^'q71-21 ( 224 )/2003 ] 

tfto T^o Pl^VI=b, f^fteRTR 1^?T3 


[Part II—Sec. 3{ii)] 


I01fi4 THE GAZETTEOF INDIA: DECEMBER25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 

New Delhi, tile 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3286.—Whereas the Central Govern me after considering the r^ort submitted to it by the prescribed 
.auiluriu, is satisfied that the Model described in the . id report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditionji; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the sdld Act, 
the (Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic (Table top type) 
weighing instrument with digital indication of “CP” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with brand 
nani3 “SARTORIUS” (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s Sartorioui Mechatronics India 
Pvt Ltd., # 10, 3rd Phase, Peenya. 6th Main KIADB Industrial Area, Banglore-560058 and which is assigned the. 
approval mark lND/09/2003/626; ' 



The said Model is a monolithic structure based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) with a 
maximum capacity of 34 kg. and minimum capacii> of 50g. The verification scale interval (e) is Ig. It has a tare debice 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Liquid Crystal Display (LCD) display indicates th€ weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the power's conferred by Sub-section (12) of Saqtion 36 of the sttid Act, the Ceritfal 
Government herby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the Wttghing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and penbrmance of same Series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification scale 
irtterval (n) m the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 1 mg. to 50 mg, arid with verification scale interval (n) in the 
range of 5,000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOO mg, or more and with ‘e’ value of lx lOk 2x10'' or 5x 10\ k being a positive 
or negative whole number or eQual to zero manufactured by the same manufactrifer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the sdriie materials with which, the said approved Mddgl has been manufactured. 

[F. No, WM-21(224)/2003] 
P. A. KRlStfl^iAMOCmTHY, DitectOf of Legal Mettology 
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-qsTTshn "Spni^ aq^ Wv^ 84^fcW ^ 7^; 

3T?T: 3X^, 7R^ "3^ 3Tftrf^ ^ t^T 36 ^ 34^ (7) afk'SqtqRT (8) ^ TI^ ^ ^ 

WTT^^'^%f^f7T73JTm f^. TgR 4>m ^, 'q^l'^'q:^^, IWt^ Cqf^) ^-400083 ^ H<y| «r#T 

(iwqf^P^) W5n^"t (i^T?T^*w^’’T?^^TRts^w 

TMt) 3^I7f^ 31^’R^I^Fr aTI^i3;q’^/09/2004/172/3i3*i\n alk yq^iHfiq I 

^^■qrsrr 3iTfjf3^') ^^ifdd ^<wi mviIh (ft723 11 2.5 #3^ 

f I Tf^fH ^ ^ aiW^Tt, -^liHiJ^i^) ani^ ^ "a^ "arrai f 1 ■bwft 230 aftr 50 'awnsRff i?T7T 

11 


Pharmalab 



^# q » [ ^ ^{ ^r fa rn ^>7^ % SrfMT’W «Mffi(3Td' % ^ ^ Tft^ 

^•arnjTfti 

afrr, ar filPi^q "gRt mTT36 '^'gwu ( 12 ) h<^m en^ci 'Jn^.nl 1^ fW> <39x1 

Tlf5^%a7^in^%^lJ7TTTim%3i?ri?T'353tf¥¥ltm^^^ r«'Jil|4 % 31^^ >97)< <st^l timyl ^ 3i 

^ «r>i4Hnm%n\m 31*T.#. ^ 2.5 fftZT 

^ ^^ arftqWT ^RTTT ^ f I 

[ mTT. ■5>5^1^R-21(117 )/20043 

xfto T^o ^>5on^, Oi^vi«t>, ftfw’qtn 
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THE GAZETTE Or INDIA : DECEMBER 25, 2004/PAUSA 4,1926 [Part II~Sec. 3(ii)J 


New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3287.—Whereas the Central Gon cm merit, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Mv.c,suri,.s (Approval of Models) Rules. 198/ and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
siisiaincd use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the pow ers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Governmem hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the self indicating. Automatic filling 
machine (Piston Filler) of VLF scries with uraiid name “PHARMALAB” (herein referred to as the said Model), 
manufactured by M/s. Pharmalab Packaging Svslcm Private Limited, Star Metal Compound. LBS Marg, Vikhroli (West). 
Ml mbai-40(){)83, Maharastra and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/172; 

The said Model (Sec the figure given below) an automatic filling machine (Piston Filler) and its maximum 
caf acit> IS 2,5 litre. It is used for filling the liquids like pharmaceuticals, pesticides etc. The instrument operates on 230 
Vbits. 50 Hcrt/. alternative current power supply. 


rhannalab 



In addition to scaling the stamping plate, scaling shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for traudulcfU practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Go' crnmcnl licrcby declares that this certificate of approi al of the said Model shall also cox'erthe weighing instruments 
of similar make, accurecy and performance of same scries with capacity in the range of 3 ml. to 2.5 litre manufactured 
by the same manufacturer tn accordance uitli ihe same principle, design, accuracy and with the same materials with 
which, the said approved Model has been manufictured. 


IF, No. WM-21(117)/2l)l)4j 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ ^ -^fer (^ ^ ^ ^*) ^ ^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 7T«?T W 3?1^ 'HN *iK^ 

(-qf^'^1987 31^^1^^nraRTnftn^srqfvT^ ’ll 

^«TT*fcn «Rn^ 3Tt^ '^'5P;R'*I>^?TTT^; 



%^^eT^^3Tft#m^»1RT36^Wira(7) a^t^^TTVRI (8) SRI 1?^ IflM ^ 1?%T ^ ^ 
(TITo) %o, 147/^, 10^^^, TftRTI^lf^.^^tTRRRT, ^Mcifl^-560034 SRI 
4 1^” % 5 ^ 'R%?T, 2800 Tlflr 'fti’.'Rl. %, tif^^I % hTscI 

a^t^f^3T5%^f^3^T^=T^/09/2004/254 

"W ■!■, ^ "SFIFT ‘'T^ ^^TRI ychlHfRl '^R^ f I 

^ ;qTT^ 3T^ W ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WT SRI ^ 3?^^ ^ ^ % 1%R3l «F11^ ^ 11^ 

^RcTlt >3ll3 f^RcR ^RTH11 


K.H 4 Cil/ 2004-6 


[Tf^.U ^^1^R-21 (01 )/2004 ] 
tIo 1^0 «^6U||j^ 1H, fH^VI‘=b, f^rf^t^RR 
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[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3288.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Models described in the said report (see the figure given below), is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


yf 



Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
li c C ciural Go^ ernment hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of “Taxi Meter” with 5 
dieu dieiial indication (hcreinrcferred to as the Model), of “AFM4A” series with brand name “PULSAR” and with 
consiant k' factor of 2800 pulses per kilometer manufactured by M/s. Pulsar Technologies (India) Pvt. Ltd., I47/G, 10th 
Mam. ^rd Block. Koramangala, Banglorc-560034, Karnataka and which is assigned the approv'al mark IND/09/04/254; 

The said Model “Taxi meter” is a time and distance measuring instrument which totalizes continuously and 
indicaics ilic fare, at any moment of journey, the charges payable by the passenger of a public vehicle as a function 
ol the distance travelled below a certain speed and the length of the time occupied, independent of supplementary 
charges according to the authorized tariffs. 


y 


[F. No, WM-21(01)/20041 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog)' 
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% w fWli ^ ^(’W «’ll ^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(’ITS#-1987 ^”^51 

•q«n«Tcn^^T^3frT MPlP^r^^f cJM^'^ ^«ii wi 

09/2004/253 fa’ ll ’I’ll t, 31dHlCH iW W aftr i|q.irTO ■^.i'll 11 



(T^. i ^.) ITC^ < i W 4 mR" i w 4 m , Rni ■4: ^ 81 1 1 aifa^ aftt 6 api^’t aftt ^ ^ ’8^ io ft-i^-» 

:jq^ 230 ^ 50 ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' 


[■mu ( 53 )/2004 ] 

Tfto Tj;© frsDni|f^, ■*3TT 
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New Delhi, the 8th December, 2004 

S.O. 3289.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see tiie figure given below), is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefq%, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereto issues and publishes the certificate of aj^roval of the model of Dispensing Pump with 
digital indication of '*SBDP’* series with brand name “Shekhar Brothers“ (hereinafter refened to as the said model) 
manufactured by M/S Shekhar Brothers, Plot No. 58, Sector-6, Faridabad, Haryana and which is assigned the approval 
mark INDy09/2004/253; 



The said model is a submersible type dispensing pump with digital display having a positive displacement 
meter provided for calibration wheel for adjustment. The maximum flow rate is 90 litre per minute. It has preset device 
for money and volume. The display is of light Emitting Diode (LED) type. The maximum volume and price display is in 
6 digits and the smallest display is 10ml. The instruments operates on 230V, 50Hertz alternate current power supply. In 
addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also done on the metering unit and totalized to prevent the fraudulent 
practices. ’ 


[F. No. WM-21(53)/2004] 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ ftqt^ ^-ni sn^ ^ ^ ^ ^ T^ 

(■^^313^)f^, 1987%'3^«if%3I3^t3?lT1«^ ^ wmi t M'lWK SI<Jm ^ aTOft ■? 

■qajT^f^n «PTn^ T^'ll •sfl^ ^*=il 

wn^t) 3fl<fW 313%=l1%3n^ Tn-^/09/2004/216 «Hi^r?ra ft^-n^f, 3ia4l<;n ni(|UI- 
■'T5( wfl 3^R y ct) I '4*1^'■•' 



^-RTCT fern 7T>T1W 7J^ 7#rl <ft7B t I 3lft^ *aw 25 

1 fe m 11 ■Tmn sRirra (i) 100 tn. 1 1 Tsiffepi ^ ^ ^ 

eJ^l:^g ^if % feTT H 7 ft ^ # ■’St^ ^Sn^ ^ 7t^ ’ft ^ ^ ^I^tft ft I 

sfR flTw ^ ^ <ira 36 ^ ^’mro (12) snnre^ ^ ^Iftm ^ m ^ ^ ft ftF ^ 

WOT % 313^1^ % W WTO % ^ fftfti’ft^ ?ra ^ f^, ^ ^ ^ ft. ■f^ 

fi#R™ f%tnTO ft. ^ <i7OTi %ftft #ft^, wftn aftr^nftwi %ftt7H ^9Wi'ftftfft # 5 m 

“ft’ TTR%f^ioo^ioooTO3ft^ft7w^=tTOiiH(iri)3ftract’effti5oft;.tn.(ra;3^3iftwim!Wi^f anr ? 

TO! xio* , 2X10*3[I 5xl0*%ft, ftt OTTOJ^H ^ijlfeiji ^ ft I 

[ ^5^11^-21 ( 20 )/2003 ] 

■ql. TT, fsRIH 
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THE GAZEITE OF INDIA: DECEMBER25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 


New Delhi, the 9th December, 2004 

S.O. 3290,—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the 
prescribed anihority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is 
ill conformity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the 
Standards of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to main* 
tain Its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the non-automatic weighing instru¬ 
ment (Tabular type) with analogue indication of ordinary accuracy (Accuracy class-IU) and with brand name “SALTER” 
(herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Salter India Private Limited, A-67, Mount Kailash, New 
Del hi-110 065 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/216; 



The said model is a spring based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabular type) with analogue indication. 
Hs maximum capacity is 25kg and mimmum capacity of 1kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also done to stop the opening of the machine for fraudu¬ 
lent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Govcrmneni hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 1000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10\ 2^ 10'‘ or 5^ 10\ k being 
a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the 
same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(20)/20031 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 


- f 
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wftn SRIH 7^ 3*>7 Wl=1 ’Iftft^' •895^ ^ X'SH '^<'" 

am-%=5t^7R^ ^ ^ « 36 ^39.™ (7) (8) Sro^Trf^ll^^ 

H-67.9i3^%cn7i, 9ife#-ii006s sm WMlmTmnr, wftn 


Wtt; 



^3^ HI^Q^ iWn ^n^IKa ^ .. <-v ^=r-r4 5c- llTBrftrJJT e^^U,^U • q T 

% 1^ HTftn 9fl ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ ' 

afe%=^t97Wnt^art¥9999a9m369S^(12)^^^^3^J^^ 


^ P i !^ I l l j r- 'fiafft.T^ar 


n* _^_ 
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New Delhi, the 9th December, 2004 

S.O. 3291.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the 
prescribed authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in confor¬ 
mity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of 
Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over 
periods of sustained use and to render aecurate sen icc under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Person weighing machine) with analogue indication of ordinary accuracy (Accuracy class-IV) and with brand name 
SALTER” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Salter India Private Limited, A-67, Mount 
Kailash. New Dclhi-110 065 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/217; 



The said model is a spring based non-automatic weighing instrument (Person weighing machine) with 
analogue indication. Its maximum capacity’ is 13()kg and minimum capacity of 5kg. Tlic verification scale interval (e) is 
500g. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing also is done to stop the opening of the machine for fraudu¬ 
lent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Go^•crnment hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 100kg to 130kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 1000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and w'ith ‘e’ value of 1 x \0\ 2x 10*" 
or 5 x 10 ^ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(20)/2003] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 




['7FT II—3(ii)l 


vm ^ OTT? ; 25> '20Q4/^^4,- :1»26r • :-• tv : i if rr 

■ 2004 , , . 

•3Kr; ait 3292';->- ^-<l4 ■H<<»r< ^y tIMil SKI' ^ H-tlga ««r«iIHUVI‘<11 % 

^ -^f ^Tf%-*1^ ^ ^ ^) 

^ 3T^E^) 1987% 

w4?n sRm;T%TT'3?^ ,'3 'i^'ki ^3r?n%:?n, ,,, v- ;.: : .,, > ,. loq 

3T?I: sm, (7X 

^Pu^MI TT-67. ' MfAu;! ^f^^l 1O0feS%^^f^^^BWFCgr 

^ W%n t) '^ M Wj 



m 1 1 TrmR 3T^<ro^ (^) so m 1 1 -^erf^qn ^ ^ % a^rfM^ ^hc-i^ oqq^iCf 



■TTg^- 

1001000 te) ^■> ■ 

TTTT 1 xio^ . 2><10^m5><10^%;t,:%^I^n?fr^^:^Ml^^'55’ft'^*:T^.?I^%;^S n../.; i>;!j' ::j>jrv;: ;;S> : : r;v 

[m'q.-SS^^TTI t-21 (20 )/2003 ] 
■qt. "q;. ^i’sDiTT^, ■qrr f%nq 

3684 Gl/2004—7 
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New Delhi, the 9th December, 2004 

S.O. 3292.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the 
prescribed authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in confor¬ 
mity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of 
Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over 
periods of sustained use and to render accurate serv ice under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the pow ers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the non-automatic weighing instru¬ 
ment with analogue indication of ordinary accuracy (Accuracy class-IV) and with brand name “SALTER” (herein re¬ 
ferred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Salter India Private Limited, A-67, Mount Kailash, New 
Delhi-110 065 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2004/218; 



The said model is a spring based non-automatic weighing instrument with analogue indication. Its maximum 
capacity is 10kg and minimum capacity of 500g. The verification scale interval (e) is 50g. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also is done to stop the opening of the machine for 
Jraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 1000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 xl0\ 2x10'^ or 5 xl0\ k being 
a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the 
same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(20)/2003] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^.3ir. 3293—1957 (1957^20) 

wt) ^ «nTF7^3'i«rRr (i) %'StMNmr?t^^.3tt. 
1079, m0l3 20 3T^, 2004, MR?T %Tf^m, 'IFT II—3 4M<au5 (ii) 1 '*1^, 2004 ^^ aft, 

ft "3^ aftvfwT ^ a?Ri 8 % ST^^ir’i ft* ^ sppft ^ ^ ft; 

sftr ^srft % ■'17^ sftr ■*TFRr^ ft wrft ^>Tft %^PTWPf ift "nan 

t, -hViH ft ^ft^RT 305.80 755.63 (WT»PT) 'jfft 3Tf^ft# 'jfft 'ft 

% 41HW 'aiftr^iK Ifti^'snft ■ciife‘<; 

am:, ■3^a;rftftftaR^fttilRF9lft*3^niiro(l)5RI3rt;^1?lft?nft^3PiWT^^‘*lf 

ft* ^fftcT 305.80 (15TWT) ■*![ 755.63 (cIWT) 'jjft 3ft^ ^rfSRT ftfti'jfft ft'^1 "3^ft> ^ 

^ % srfth 3;TTft ftt-I (^)/III/ftftftaiTV720“0804 ^Ilft^T 4 STTOT, 2004 ^ fftfOT 

("WTr^) % ft' •qr fH<4ifqf» ' , 1 «hi4Ri(i;fT35{T «b^«»ini (ftrT-700 001) % ft 

), fafqg l •^TTny-440 001 (H8ITr^) %«hWl«<<ftf^'^TT^t I 

315?}^ 

■ftftt 

4e<rll<Ji^ 

(’W?) 


ftl.-I ('^)/IIlMftfta!TR/720-0804cnftl3 4a!m^, 2004) 
irftlaiteJTT: — 


5hH illH 

U 

Tlf%H 


f^ni 


ftronft 

1 TWft 

2 

TI^ 


305.80 

'IFT 


^ 305.80(WWT) 


755.631?:^ (^rm) 

TITO ft' 3{rS(d n*iU. MU MT<S : 

78, 79, 80, 86/1- 86/2, 87/1- 87/2t^- 87/2ftl- 87/2ftl, 88/1- 88/2- 88/3, 89,90/1- 90/2- 91,92/1- 92/2 92/ 
3, 93/1- 93/2- 93/3- 93/4, 94, 95, 96, 97 98,106/1- 106/2,107, 108,109A^- 109Aft, WON,- llOAft, 111/ 

1- 111/2- 111/3-, 112/1- 112/2, 113/1- 113/2- 113/3, 114, 117,118,123,124,125,126/1-, 126/2, 126/3, 
127, 128/1- 128/2, 129, 130, 131, 132/1- 132/2, 133/1- 133/2, 134, 135/1- 135/2, 136, 137, 138/1- 
138/2, 139/1- 139/2, 140/1- 140/2- 140/3- 140/4- 140/5, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146/1- 146/2- 
146/3, 149 'iFT, 150/11^- 150/lftl- 150/2, 151, 152, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158/1- 158/2 158/3, 159/1- 
159/2, 160/1- 160/2, 161, 162/1- 162/2, 163/1- 163/2- 163/3- 163/4, 164/1 t^- 164/lftl- 164/2-164/3, 
165/1- 165/2- 165/3, 166,167, 168,169,170,171/1- 171/2- 171/3- 171/4- 172/1- 172/2,173/1-173/ 

2- 174, 175, 176/1- 176/2 176/3 176/4, 177, 178/1- 178/2, 179/1- 179/2. 180/1- 180/2, 181/1- 181/ 
2- 181/3, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186/1- 186/2- 186/3,,187/1- 187/2- 187/3, 188/1- 188/2i^- 188/2ftl, 
189, 190, 191/1- 191/2, 192/1- 192/2, 193, 194/1- 194/2- 194/3- 194/4, 195/1- 195/2, 196/1- 196/ 
2 196/3-196/4, 197/1- 197/2- 197/3- 197/4, 198/1- 198/2, 199, 200, 214/1- 214/2, 215/1 t^- 215/ 
Iftl- 215/2, 216/1-216/2, 217/1-217/2- 217/3- 217/4-217/5, 265, 266, 267 /It?- 267/lftl- 267/lftl- 


ions 
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;67/|-st 267/2- len-i, 279/1- 279/2- 279/3,-280/1- 280/2. 281/1^- 281/M- 281/2^- 281/2*- 
28 I/31T- 281/3*. 282, 283, 284/1- 284/2, 285/1-235/2, 285/3 285/4. 


^ ‘ 3?iR 

^?Ti^ ■’TiijTT % Twr ^ ^ 3 ^ "pr ^ % 

TIFT ^214/1-214/ 

2, 217/1-217/2-217/3-217/4- 217/5,216/1- H611^ ^% 

\^TiFT^7r5Ffl-3^ ^^■^^rsqT216/l-216/2, 279/1- 279/2- 279/3, 
280/1 - 280/2, 281/1^- 282/M. 281/2^- 281/3^- 281/3^’ 

267/1^- 267/M- 267/lift- 267/M-267/2- 267/3, 265 ^wft#FT% 
^'STift ^ ^iRift^'«TR t aft^ ’•q’ftr^ f j 

^ WT -ft % -qfMft teft ^ itft - 5 ^ w 285/1 

28 5/2- 285/3, 285/4 ^ ■41>J i i<ri qidi ^ 

t ^ 158/1-15S/2158/3, 157,156,155,154,152,150/M 

150/M- 150/2, 149 vnrft'T^ 

"IpM ^ 146/4 -. 146/2- 146/3, ^ 'ftftiT % ^ wl % aftr 

Tftftp^ 146/2- 146/3, 145, 144, 123, 

124, 125, 127, ifs, 117,114,113/1-113/2- 113/3, 

TfT8T ^ t ^ 106/1-106/2, ^ ^ 

% TfT 8 T ^ ^ ‘f»T^ 11 

106/1- t@6/2, 107, 98, 95, 94, 78, 79, 
80, 87/1- 87/21^- 87/2^- 87/2ift, 86/1- 86/2^M^^%’^4mftt a?^ 
anft^ f^‘^M :V 

[U-43015/7/200M. 3 TR, anf. ^53^ ] 


Ti^TFrf, 4<icki 

MINISTRY OF COAL 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 2004 

S.O. 3293.—Whereas by the notification of the Government offodia in the Minist^ of Cod number S.O. 1079 dated the 20th 
April, 2004, issued under sub-section (1) of section 7 of the Coal Be^i^ Areas (Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) 
(hcreiriattcr referred to as the said Act) and published in the Gazette pf Indi^i Part-H, $ection-3, sub-section (ii), dated the 1st May, 2004, 
the Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire lands and all rights in the locality specified in the Schedule appended to 
that notification ; 

6\nd whereas the competent authority in pursuance of section 8 of the said Act has made his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas th^ Central Government after. son sidering the report aforesaid and after consulting the Government of Maharashtra 
is satisfied that the lands measuring 305.80 hectares (approximately) or 755.63 acres (approximately) and all rights in or over such lands 
as described in Schedule appended.hereto should be acquired ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-Sectioh (1) section 9 of the said'Act, the Central Government 
hereby declares that the land measuring 305 80 hectares (approximately) or 755.63 acres (approximately) and ail rights in or over such 
lands as described in Schedule are hereby acquired ; 

2. The plan bearing number C-1 (E>TIl/JJJR'720/0804 dated^the 4th August, 2004 of the area covered by this notification may 
be inspected in the office of the Collector, Chandrapur (Maharashtra) or in the office of the Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, 
Kolkata (Pm 700 001) or in the office of the Western Coalfields Lirhited (Revenue Department), Coal Estate, Civil Lines Nacpur-440 
(>()1 (Maharashtra). 
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SCHEDULE . P;: 
Pauni Expansion Opencast Project 
Batlarpiir Area 

Distnct'Chnadrapur (Maharashtra) 
(Plan No. C-I (E)/in/JJJR/720/0804 dated the 4th August, 2004). 

All Rights 


Serial 

No. 

Name of village 

Patwari 

circle 

Number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
Hectares 

Remarks ^ 

01. 

Sakri 

2 

Rajura 

Chandrapur 

305,80 

Part 


Total area ; 305.80 hectaaels 


(approximately) 
or 755.63 acres 
(approximately) 


Plot numbers acquired in viilage Sakri : 

78,79,80,86/l-86/2,87/l-87/2A- 87/2B- 87/2C, 88/1-88/2-88/3,89,90/1-90/2-91,92/1-92/292/3,93/1-93/2-93/3- 93/4,94,93, 
96, 97,98, 106/1- 106/2,107,108, 109/A-’109/B^ UO/IA- UCVD,^Ul/N111/?- II V3-, 112/1-112/2,113/1- 113/2- 113/3, 114,117, 
118, 123, 124,125, 126/1- 126/2 126/3, 127, 128/1- 128/2, 129, 130,131, 132/1- 132/2, 133/1- 133/2,134, 135/1- 135/2, 136, 137, 
138n- 1^/2,139/1- 139/2,140/1- 140/2-140/3-440/4- 140/5, 14), 142,0.43,144, 145, 146/1- 146/2- 146/3,149 Part, 150/lA- 
150/lB- 150/2, 151, 151, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158/1- 158/2 15^/3, 159/1- 159/2, 160/1- 160/2, 161, 162/1- 162/2, 
163/1- 163/2- 163/3- l<y/4,164/lA- 164/lB- 164/2- 164/3,165/1-165/2-165/3,166,167,168,169, 170,171/1- 171/2- 171/3- 171/ 
4- 172/1- 172/2,'173/1- 173/2^ 174,175, l'?6/l- 1^6/2 176/3 176/4,-177; 178/1-178/2,; 179/1-479/2, 180/1-180/2, 181/1-181/2- 
181/3, 182, 183,184,185,186/1- 186/2- 186/3,-187/1 -187/2- 487/3,1188/Ii i88/2A- 188/2B, 189,19^, 191/1 -191/2,192/1 - 192/2, 
193 194/1-194/2-194/3-194/4,195/1-195/2,196/1 r 196/2196/^. 196/4,197/)-197/2-197/3-197/4,198/1-198/2,199,200,214/1- 
214/2 215/lA- 215AB- 215/2, 216/1- 216/2, 217/1-,217/2- 217/5, 265, 266, 267/rA. 267/lB- 267/lC- 267/lD- 

267/2-267/3,279/1-279/2-279/3,280/1-2^0/2,28l/lA-284/lfei-28l72A^281/2B-281/3A-281/3B,2«2,283,284/1-284/2,285/ 
1-285/2-285/3 285/4. . 'jj : 

Boundary description : 

. Line start from point ‘A and passes along the common villa^ boundary of village Sakri and 

Pauni crosses Sakri NaiWi firoofe^ the common viHapi boundary of viBage Sakri and 

Pautiilhen crostes.P^© Read ftlpng ^ Bank of Sakri NaiWi taid point ‘B’. 


B—C: 

C—D : 


D—E: 


E—F : 


F—A : 


Line passes through village Sakri along with the Eastern Bank of Sakri Nallah and outer 
boundary of plot numbers 214/1- 214/2,217/1- 217/2- 217/3-217/4- 217/5, 216/1- 216/ 
2 and meets at point ‘C’. 

Line passes dirough village along the outer boundary of plot numbers 216/1- 216/2, 
279/1-27^/2- 279/3, 280/:i^280/2, 281/lA- 281/lB- 281/2A- 281/2B- 281/3A- 281/ 
3B, 267/1 A- 267/lB- 267/1C- 267/ID- 267/2- 267/3, 265, crosses Sakri Nallah and 
meets at point ^D*. T ^ 

Line passes through village Sakri along the Western Bank of Sakri Nallah and then proceeds 
along fee outer boundary of pletnumbers 285/1-285/2- 285/3 285i4, cros^ seasonal water 
course and then proceeds along the outer boundary erf plot numbers 158/1- 158/2 158/3, 
157, 156, 155, 154, 152, 150/1A- 150/IB- 150/2, then proceeds through plot number 
149 pMt and feoi;ppoceedialoi^ the otter boundary of plot numhers i 46/1 r 146/2-146/ 
3, and meets at point ‘E’. 

Line passes ttwrou^ village Sakri along fee outer bpimdary of plot numl^. 146/1- 146/2- 
146 / 3 ,145,144,123,124, 'l25,127, 118; 117,114,113/1-113/2-113/3, crosses PWD 
Road apd passes alongj the outer boundary of plot number 106/1- 106/2, and meets at 
point 

Line passes through village Sakri along the outer boundary of plot numbers 106/1- 106/2, 
107,98,95,94,78,79,80,87/1- 87/2A- 87/2B-87/2C,^1- 86/2iia^4 meets alatartihg 
point ‘A’. __ 


[No. 43(),15/7/200 l-PRIWl 
RAJIV SHARMA, Jt. Secy. 
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^ 21 wsrc. 2004 

3IT. 3294.— ^sff^ tfT^qen?^ ^ % 3lteR g>T 31^) 

1962 (1962 cFT 50) ^ £INT 2 % (^) % cTlfi^ 20 2001 ^ % 

'T3m ^ yFFTf^, iTR?T ^ ^ ad^FgxPTT ^kszn ^o 3 tto 94 ^ 

47^ t, ^ erf^rgxPiT 4^0 3tto 2839 04 31 ^ 47 , 2003 ^ 

4?i t, 3I2|1cTj- 

Njffj 3Tt^F?^ 1 "Hcfr?! ^HN" ■?T^ % WT 4^ f%F, d^'rflcHcJN, 4^" 


3TR-250n/44/2002-^.3TR-l] 


Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 
New Delhi, the 21st November, 2004 


S. O, 3294.—In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following amendments in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 94, published in the Gazette of India Part II,Section 
3, Sub-section (ii) dated the 20^'" January, 2001, and subsequently amended vide No. S.O. 2839 
dated 04‘^ October, 2003, namely :- 

In the said notification, in the Schedule, under column 1, for the words, “Shn-Satish Kumar , 
the words “Shri Dalel Singh, Tehsiidar, GanauP*, shall be substituted. 


[No. R-25011/44/2002-O.R.-I1 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 


M 15 2004 

3^. 3295.— fester ^ ^ ^ ^ 

arl^lcmqr ^ 31 -^^) 1962(1962 cfiT 50) ^ 6 '5^^ (1) ^ 3T^ 

3ir^ 71^ 3INH ^ ^l^tfeRTTT 3lk UT^frlcp ^ 

^FT.aiT. 3lk HltTGI ^ ^ 31^^ 3^ di^n^l ^ ^4i 

44 . 311 . ^ 3Tf?3^tjcHI3lt ^ ddJ'a’ 31'<^^xJt 3Jpr t 3lfiJcmT ^ 

3E^ 44 3lf^J44T W t^fvZIT 24; 

3lk t 3t4 ^ ^4^ 6 ^ 54^4^1 (4) ?[RT 44 


[arjiTlI—i3TJ53(ii)] 


W ^ 25, 2004/4? 4,1926 


10121 


f^r. 3x5 ^ oft ^raft tcicvRTjft ^ ^ 3^^.^ ^ 3ii^Jcf>R 

afrzTH cbiut^Qi^ ^ m; 

aftr ^rew uif^chi^’ ^ ^ trf^ shniof ^ -fnic^^ii ^ 

f«r?R TTo^ ^ sRtsft O^'lf^OT (^) yf>c4^' ^RfTolH tp iblTH TIo^ 

^,) 3x5 3jf^ ^ fcTtJlt ^ ^ ^ 9 ^^ a^t ^ItJM<H cf>r TOl1?r 

3151 foRRFJT fcIcRUT ^T fcrf^rf^ f^5^ oTTHT 

t; 

31^:, 3^, m<bH, i^’^tfeRT^FT OTf^elT^ (3jJ^r ^ 3^^ ^ 3lt^JcmT cf^T 35^) 

I^TW, 1963 ^ 4 ^ - 1 ^ 31^ 3T^^I<^^K 3x5 31cJ4Jxfl ^3T 8 ^ 

HTfnsft wv^ # ^TOTfjr # arfiT^t tfi ^ t xt(f^ c5t^ |:i 




I®'- 

H. 

zi>r. 3it.HO 
xr^ few 

3itci tf5T am 

ail^cwl^aT 




y tiraa ^ | 
?mif^ ^ 
Hltt3ff 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1 

— 

1849 


48 


fteirqfr 

ciam 

15.04.2000 


26.07.1997 


46 

^df612-T 



15.04.20|00 




47 



crf^raft cmm 

15.04.2000 



•nr sn^cisi^ 

62 


RlCdl^< 

ci'*nrt 

15.04.2000 



JlUildofl 

61 


Ql^ciiy 

ciam 

15.04.2000 




92 

"^ClI^ICI 


xjTOsft ci^uof 

27.05.2000 



^tHIsl’lHI 

93 



4^1rl 

27.05.2000 




94 

^dTfl^T 


cpncT 

27.05.2000 



9fl31Rm^ 

147 

-^cii^ic-l 

l<ft<idl^'l 

qf^Rft «mT(? 

24,02.2000 




170 



Mf^«4l cPTTpT 

29.02.2000 

— 

2 







O1.O8.20O2 


691 

f^5T3TH f^d'imdJK 

94 





31.03.2001 


146 

^difiei 

V*l<;«il^4 

cram 

01.08.2002 



aUrocfr 

61 

<^Cll6l<-l 


Mp?<#fi cjrfnrt 

28.05.2002 



xit<H<A^oin 

93 

mmsm 


MRl<4i cjrfnrt 

01.08.2002 


.- 1 
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t^t^^f^tcRW^RTT 


62 

92 

95 

58 


692 

31.03,2001 


^TSIclTcrtFF 

STFITTf 

«FTH^aT<4t 


57 
54 
53 

51 

52 

58 




Qlcidl^4 


cPTToT 
ql^iatr tPira 
cPim 
cPTToT 


28.05.2002 

02.03.2003 

01.08.2002 

18:01.2002 


-lidl^idl 

^^dl^ldl 

gaw 

gdl^>fdl 

gdifidi 


f3ldHig< 

Olddig^t 


gdi^i'di j i^dHTg< 


q1^ qara 

cRira 
trf^TJfr liw 
q1^ cj^ 
trf^TJfr liw 


I 

i 

18.01.2002 ; 
18.01.2002 I 

18.01.2002 I 
I 

18.01.2002 I 

18.01.2002 j 

18.01.2002 i 


4 

787 


170 

gdl61d! 

/*:*v -u-i-'__j _ 

wdaigr 

qRalt qara 

29.02.2000 


18.04.1998 

Rici'O.HdJK 

94 



qf^ntr ci^iid 

01.08.2002 




92 

gdlftdl 


cpma 

27.05.2000 




61 

gar?Tdr 

teargr 

cidiid 

15.04.2000 



ag3TT 

48 

garfTdT 


qf^ TTflFT 

15.04.2000 

5 

2678 





qf^Jfr q^ 

29.02.2000 

1 

! 


18.10.1997 

dgaqiw 

170 

gaifTdt 


6 

1849 

cblc41cW^U^ 

148 

JT^IT^cI 


qf^ ctJTToI 

10.06.2000 


26.07.1997 

aiis^i 

161 



qf^fr qqra 

06.06.2000 



qraifr 

146 

?T^?rT^cI 

f^ddii^T 

qf^ qqra 

10.0‘5.2000 

) 



fTTJTFRT 

144 

IJllcicH 


qf^q^lT q^fTFf 

02.06.2000 



qirf^'dr^r 

136 


I^Tcjapj!: 

qf^ qqE4 

02.06.2000 



qRRJ 

138 

?T^?rT^ 

teargr 

ct^lTa 

23.06.2000 



qTLRg'f 

137 

^1^ liiidH 

Ricidig< 

qf^^l dd|ic3 

02.06.2000 



TToTRlTTgr 

130 

3T^IT2IcT 


qf^^rstr ^RTTFT 

08.06.2000 



ai^igr 

124 

3T^IT2IcT 

f^idargr 

qf^ qqm 

08.06.2000 



aigcjRET 

—- - 

123 . 

jT^l^n^cr 

ftengc 

qf^ qar^ 

23.06.2000 





















[HFTn~'S^3(ii)] 


W ^ TTsm : 25, 2004/^4,1926 



JT^tW5cT 

W^nSfcT 

wJt^rnjcT 


^^?rrd[?f 

JR^IRTpr 


3i^rre;?r 

3T^t?TT2*(T 

ST^IRTH 

ST^TRTH 

<H^?nc;w 

jT^ire;?^ 

JT^TRTH 


R|<S57T^T 

ttelT^T 


RlUHTijr 

^RiHr5T 

fterr^ 

fferry: 

terror 

f^Rosrr^ 

ften^ 

tterr^f 

fterrgT 

fferr^ 


tim 08.06.2001 
qf^ cRITeT 08.06.2001 
q1^ cpmoT 13.06.2001 
q1^ 13.06.2001 

qi^Rft cPTTor 13.06.2001 


qf^ q^TTcT 
qf^ q^fTeT 
ql^r^fr cTTiicT 
qf^ cRTiH 
qf^ q^rrm 

qf^ cjTTT^ 

qfWr cRT^ 
qf^rsfr cPTT^ 
qfWr q^TTcT 
qf^Rfr cRlT^ 
qf^rjfr cRir^ 
qf^ qaiTor 
qf^ cRTTcT 
qf^ qJmcT 
qf^ cPlTH 


29.0B.2000 

12.06.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

25.05.2000 

20.06.2000 

09.06.2000 

20.06.2000 

20.06.2000 

20.06.2000 

09.06.2000 


qf^ cRTTH 29.05.2000 
qf^ chTTH 29.05.2000 


3684 (11/2004—8 





























10124 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 


[Part II —Sec. 3(ii)] 


ii 


392 

21.02.1998 




787 

18.04.1998 


12 


145 

27.01.2001 


fSRRRT 

cTT ^N^R^ I 


HlT^Jcrq?- 

9ridrt^< 

3Tcir^5^ 

^lc31?riR 

^n?5cj 5f4iw 


45 

44 

88 


122 

117 

118 
99 
88 
59 
35 
51 
45 


125 

122 

121 

71 

73 

72 

74 

75 
68 
65 
28 
14 


ST^IRIcT 


3?^?ncIoT 

JTftVIlcJH 

3Tfr?IT^ 

3R^?llcicH 

3T^nci:cT 

3i^?IICcH 


SlrtlfJlR 

^T?55WTT 

o1<rc;yrf^|< 

«T?cj^)7rrr 


f3^g;?rTq;T 




ffen^ 

fteTT5T 


cfJlld 

cRITR 

cRTTR 


crf^TJft cRTTR 
cRTTR 

qf^rsffr cptth 

cRTTR 

qf^rsffr crttct 
qf^tRfr cRTTcT 
qf^ cRTTR 
qf^TJfr ciriTR 
qf^Rfr crttct 


qf^raFfr cpm? 
qf^Tsfjt cj d 11 (H 
qf^rjfr crttr 
qf^<^ ^ j 11 (H 
qf^<^ y j 11 (H 
qf^ cRTTR 
qf^i^ ^ j 11 (H 
qf^Rft cRiTR 
qf^Rfr cRTTH 
qf^ cRTTR 
qf^ cRTTR 
qf^Dtr cRTTH 


20.06.2000 

09.06.2000 

25.05.2000 


12.06.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

25.05.2000 

20.06.2000 

09.06.2000 

09.06.2000 

09.06.2000 


07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

24.01.2002 

24.01.2002 

24.01.2002 

16.01.2002 

16.01.2002 

16.01.2002 






W ^ Tl^m : 25, 2004/^ 4,1926 


1012S 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 







16.01.2002 

145 


27 



trf^rsft cTHTH 

27.01.2001 






16.01.2002 



21 

c1crC;^^K 

T*i<!;efl[^T 

q*'lici 



20 

«ic^y<HK 


yT'VriHi cj«»im 

18.01.2002 


tltp 

19 

eictiy^U 


Ui'^JiHI ci^lTw 

18.01.2002 


^ tjiciMicrr 

18 

f'( 


Mi^cHT a«»iirt 

18.01.2002 



17 

SRSJfSIR 

f^lcTHI^ 

qf^ cPTIH 

25.06.2001 

1^50 


99 

cRT^cP 


qf^ cRITcf 

12.04.2000 

26.07.1997 


53 

cWgjp 


qf^ q^TTR 

02.04.2000 


TT3PraFf^31T 

97 

cW^tf> 



15.03.2000 



52 

cW^ 


qf^TSffr cPTTcT 

02,04.2000. 


c11^qi-^3TT 

93 



qi^rflT q«'lici 

15.03.2000 



59 

cWgqi 

t^l'SfSTTJ? 

qTNW o«*iiH 

02.04.2000 


qigarr 

94 

cW^qi 

f?ref?n^ 

qfW 

15.03.2000 


5f$rur 3RicT^ 

60 

?W^ 

fJicjHr^ 

qf^TJft cPlTcT 

27.03.2000 



95 

d<H^cr> 


qi'N«HT cj^Nrt 

15.03.2000 



136 

cW^ 


qr^JHi <rnTcT 

15.03.2000 

' 

TI^JT^rFoTH^ 

137 

d«H(^qi 

tten^ 

qfWr crmoT 

16.03.2000 


SgqST^SR^ 

146 

cRT(5q> 

QlidllJ? 

Ml^ffll cRTTR 

16.03.2000 


cTR 

145 

a«Hc^q» 

OlcidH^^ 

qf^Tsft cjJilef 

02.03.2000 


m^JTcRRT 

144 



qf^ WoT 

02.03.2000 

. 

2;rfR5T 

276 

rW^ 

f^lcTHI^ 

qf^ 

02.03.2000 


ZfiTtJRT^ 

283 

dJHc^4> 


qf^rsfr qRTFR 

16.03.2000 


fitter 

279 

cT3T^ 


qT^Wi tRTFcT 

02.03.2000 


1[T3RTt5T 

100 


f^ics^n^ 

qf^Tjfr qJlIcH 

27.03.2000 
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21,02.1998 


147 

58 

136 

283 

144 

276 


c{<H^ch 

cTaq^ch 

diHcfOi 




cRTTH 
cPTToT 
cjJIM 
q1^ cptipt 
cPirar 
4<lld 


12.04.2000 

02.04.2000 

IS.03.2000 

16.03.2000 

02.03.2000 

02.03.2000 







['IFTfl—'®rJS 3 (ii)] 


’Trm ^ 25,2004/^ 4,1926 


cW^EP 

d^t^ch 

d^<^4> 

3B^ 

rW^p» 

d^<i4> 

cWg«P 

d3T^ 




fiddly 

fJteSn^ 

f3»<diigT 

OliidT^ 


qwf^r 

MiVI$II 


f3^?JdT5T 

Qj<di^< 

Rt<idl^ 

fSTddl^ 

t5l<idiij< 

PldHU^i 


q1^3ft ^PITcT 

2PlTcT 

ul^a ft 

ul^afl g^HcT 
wl^aft 

q1^ cPnH 
zpiTcT 
ZRITcT 
q1^ ZRTcT 
ql^afl ZRTcT 
qt^afl 4J|ld 
q1^ g^TTcT 
q1^ g^TTcT 
q1^ zmTcT 


tll^a ft IPTRT 
qf^ 
uJ^aft jmi?r 
ul^a ft q^iTcr 
ql^aft CRT^ 
uf^aft q^lTcT 

qf^afr gaTToT 
ql^rafr cPTM 
qf^rafr cjtttot 

ql^afr cJTTToT 


8.01.2002 

18.01.2002 

8.01.2002 

14.06.2001 

14.06.2001 

14.06.2001 

4.06.2001 

4.06.2001 

4.06.2001 

4.06.2001 

4.06.2001 

[4.06.2001 

4.06.2001 

4.06.2001 


14.02.2000 

14.07.2000 ' 

14.07.2000 

14.07.2000 

14.07.2000 

14.07.2000 

i 

14.07.2000 
14.07.2000 
14.D7.2000 
14.07.2000 j 
14.07.2000 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

. 

6 

7 

8 

j 

1850 

ORPT 

297 



cPTTcT 

14.07.2000 

t 

1 

26.07.1997 


238 



of^afft cPiT^ 

14.07.2000 

18 

392 


249 



qt^ cPIToT 

14.07.2000 


21.02.1998 


248 

tIRTfpr 

fSicpn^ 

q1^4iy q^irt 

14.07.2000 




250 



tim 

14.07.2000 




252 



q^afr ?PiT?T 

14.07.2000 




3l7 




14.07.2000 




310 

tTRI^RT 

W414< 

qt^41 d^M 

14.07.2000 



'ffR5T 

305 

qRlf^T 


qt^ cRToT 

14.07.2000 



cIKiCici< 

298 


fSftPWgjT 

qt^taft qanpr 

14.07.2000 




296 



q^aft cfaiiol 

14.07.2000 

19 

3236 

^pracjj 

253 

irra^ 

f3t5?n^ 

qt^ qairar 

14.07.2000 


23.11.1996 


254 



qt^afr qaffcT 

14.07.2000 

20 

14 


352 

qrOIf^T 


q^iafr chnra 

06.06.2001 


06.01.2001 

xlchniVjKi 

j5 3 


tJRpny 

qwfr cpfioT 

06.06.2001 




330 



qf^aH qaiToT 

06.06.2001 




331 



qiNw q^id 

06.06.2001 




349 

qivi^l 


qf^jft cianoT 

06.06.2001 




347 

QRI^<1 


qf^afr d'<<llH 

06.06.2001 




348 



q^afr cpiTH 

06.06.2001 




332 



q^afr qaifcT 

06.06.2001 




333 

qi^r^i 


«rf^3fr d^iiH 

06.06.2001 




335 

orei^i 


qf^ <iaiI5T 

06.06.2001 



+I<+c|cl! 

212 

0151(^1 


qf^afr daiM 

06.06.2001 

















II—•snj^3(u)] 


TO ^ 25, 2004/^ 4,1926 


10129 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 ' 

8 


14 


221 



cRlTcT 

06.06.2001 


06.01.2001 


210 

^TRlfRT 


ehrioT 

06.06.2001 




215 



clJIM 

06.06.2001 




216 



cPIToT 

06.06.2001 



3?1T ^iJxl^jKi 

208 



cjJIM 

06.06.2001 




207 

QT^Ii^Kl 


mKIJA cPTToT 

04.06.2001 



■V 

72 




04.06.2001 




73 

tIRIfRT 


of^Rfl IPIRT 

04.06.2001 



4<5n5d^4 

69 

cri9i^<i 



04.06.2001 




70 



CRIRT 

04.06.2001 



^^11 MIC 

50 

m^igKi 


cRIIcT 

04.06.2001 



, ^llciVIM 

51 



cPITcT 

04.06.2001 



c^bA^II-qch 

43 



ufWr ^^^?T 

04.06.2001 



^Tt;iq«i«icb 

41 

qrafRT 


oTOft g?npT 

04.06.2001 

21 









287 

^TTOUcTflTJT 

305 



Q%jfl cRTTpI 

14.07.2000 


18.04.1998 

vfCl^^lolvl 

310 

•41VI5»4I 



14.07.2000 



q^iioty 

317 


m<sdi^4 

cRITcT 

14.07.2000 




318 



44||H 

14.07.2000 




321 



gum 

14.07.2000 




319 



gum 

14.07.2000 

22 

1582 









249 



gum 

14.07.2000 


21.06.1997 


248 

uivi^i 


gffnrfl gum 

14.07.2000 




254 


TJRJSTT^ 

q«Mci 

14.07.2000 
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3236 

23.11.1996 


1582 

21.06.1997 


oflc 

uitlitf^q i (3f9M) 

0v?lt7fRT 

3rRqT5 

WPRcft^ 

^ cMc^4I^JIS 


''i'IihIcomIci 

ofrawgqj 

Irtt af^ltaiT 

JTRIsIcft^ 


4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

238 



q1^ qw 

15.05.2000 

237 



mBi 41 ePTfoT 

15.05.2000 

310 



qiNfll cPHcT 

15.05.2000 

235 

- cJTH^ 


yl^rfU ci<<NH 

15.05.2000 

156 



qf^TJfr tjJiM 

18.05.2000 

157 



qf^rsfr eprra’ 

18.05.2000 

188 


f?R3T^ 

q1^ qw 

16.06.2000 

174 


I^Tst^n^ 

ePITH 

17.05.2000 

228 



qf^ qw 

16.06.2000 

227 


1*1 

qr^^iT q^TlH 

16.06.2000 

222 

ZTRT^ 

WcJSTT^ 

ql^nrtt cRTTcT 

16.06.2000 

216 



qf^rjlt y^ild 

08.05.2000 

214 

eira^ 

Ql'd'^ 

q^Rfr 2r?TToT 

21.04.2000 

213 



q1^*ft u<>iici 

12.05.2000 

212 

OTfC 


q^tplt ti^iM 

12.05.2000 

237 



qf^TlIt d^IlH 

15.05.2000 

156 

51^ 

RlcJHl'i’C 

qTOiT cpTT^ 

18.05.2000 

157 



qt^Rft qqi^ 

18.05.2000 

227 



qf^ q^rra’ 

16.06.2000 

216 

OTfC 


qf^TJfr q^TTH 

08.05.2000 

214 



qqra’ 

21.04.2000 

211 

jrragr 

1^15537^ 

qf^Ptf eiaiTH 

12.05.2000 

212 

OTfC 


ql^TJfr ci^iiH 

12.05.2000 
















[MFrll—•^3F^3(ii)] 


HTTcf m 20CM/^4»1926 


10131 



2 

3 

■ 

5 

6 

7 

8 

S. 

B 









1352 

OA rvc ino'T 

tmn 

216 

jsnr^ 


gvTTcT 

08.05.2000 

1 


'3t1C 

212 




12.05.2000 

26 



157 







OII^ ^i^TJCf) 


PTAHI‘i'1 

cRTIK 

18.05.2000 , 

27 

392 


237 

5TW5T 


^rf^Rft tim 

15.05.2000 


21.02.1998 

qiN9m^ 

156 

2IRT^ 


tlf^ cPTToT 

18.J5.2000 



o»1IV4 

157 

5RT^ 


Ll1^<ri1 SRTTpT 

18.05.2000 



3TIcI37^JT 

228 

5RT^ 


Li1^<ri1 zpiT?r 

16.06.2000 




227 



tif^nfr zpiT?r 
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ql^Dft cPTTH 


29.02.2000 

29.02.2000 

29.02.2000 

14.06.2000 

14.06.2000 

14.06.2000 


q1^ qqjN 02.03.2000 
q1^ q^TcT 01.03.2000 
tmT<T 02.03.2000 
qf^ qqicT 01.03.2000 
q1^ 01.03.2000 


q1^ mm 13.03.2000 


q 1 ^ mm 13.03.2000 
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1807 

19.07.1997 


503 

22.02.1997 




393 

21.02.1998 


79 1586 

21.06.1997 


1586 

21.06.1997 





2nTSJ?T 

4l43i41 




cftrsj^ 


TftqroOTT 

132 


131 


130 


114 


no 


115 



^U3J3T 

?frT3J?T 



V7m 13.03.2000 


tjf^ cPiTcr 
cPTToT 
qf^ cPITcT 
q1^ cPlTcT 
qf^ 2PTTH 
qf^TSfr cPHoT 

qtWr cplTcr 
qf^ cPHcT 


13.06.2000 

21.02.2001 

13.06.2000 

13.06.2000 

21.02.2001 

21.02.2001 

21.02.2001 

21.02.2001 

21.02.2001 


qf^ cRTTH 21.02.2001 
qf^ cPTTH 21.02.2001 


qf^ cPTIH 21.02.2001 

qf^ cPTTcT 21.02.2001 

qf^ cjTTTH 21.02.2001 

qJTT^ 21.02.2001 


qf^ cRTTH 

20.02.2001 

qf^ cPITcT 

20.02.2001 

qf^ cPtih 

20.02.2001 

qi^^rtt ci'Jiiei 

21.02.2001 

<Pin? 

21.02.2001 


21.02.2001 
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-anrisi 

c^m(m 

cpter 

tcjtrtt 


^3J3T 

4t^[3j?T 

4U3JpT 

«ftT3J3T 

ci1<9i<H 

cffOjJT 


cfl^ 

4t{3J3T 

4t^8JjK 


^tlSJ3T 


ql^nrfr cPiTH 
?T3TTH 
uRiJfl CPTIH 
JPTTH 
g^TTcT 
cjjii^ 
cj^lTH 
q^rra’ 
qf^ ?mT^ 
qt^ q^TTcT 


20.02.2001 

20.02.2001 

20 . 02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 


q1^ q^TT^ 21.02.2001 
q1^ q^rra’ 20.02.2001 

q1^ 2PTTH 19.02.2001 
q1^ 2PTTH 19.02.2001 
q^TTH 19.02.2001 
qff l ^ 2PTTH 19.02.2001 


q1^l3?t cPTTH 
qf^j3fr 
q1^4t 2mrar 

qt^ifl <4^1 irt 
qf^ q^TT^ 
qf^nrit cPTl^ 
qt^4l cRTTcf 



19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

19.02.2001 

23.01.2001 

23.01.2001 
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3fRT^?3T 


oRToT 

prm 

cntoi^f^ 

TftciMHJH 


cittTORr 

3?T^ 


4 

5 

6 

7 

—--'\“/J 

8 

150 



cRTTR 

23.01.200! 

168 

^ERTST^T 

4tT3j?r 

qf^Rlt tT?TTR 

23.01.2001 

169 


?SU3j?r 

q1^3fr cRiTR 

23.01.2001 

143 

^iRFJr^ 


Qt^4l cRffH 

20 . 02.2001 

142 

104 

140 

^ERToT^T 


cRpR 

cRTTR 

20 . 02.2001 


EftT3j3T 

20 . 02.2001 

5«RT51^ 

cH'tiji^iH 

cRTlR 

20 . 02.2001 

139 

5ERM^< 

^173J?T 

cPTTR 

20 . 02.2001 

106 


cfl'lJjjH 

cinm 

20 . 02.2001 

110 

^5RT^ 

cfRJj^ 

cRTTR 

20 . 02.2001 

138 

^sRioPg^ 

dl43^jr 

cRTTcT 

20 . 02.2001 

111 

^ERTol^ 

EftT3j3T 

cRiirt 

16.09.2000 

112 

55 RI 0 T 57 

2 Jtnj?T 

?PITpr 

16.09.2000 

24“ 

^ERTSr^T 


ERtTcT 

16.09.2000 

25 

5«RToI^ 


cRTTR 

16.09.2000 

26 

^ERTjJ^ 


trf^Ufr ERITcT 

16.09.2000 

27 

^sRTcT^ 


cRHcT 

16.09.2000 

11 

^sRTcT^T 


cRTTR 

16.09.2000 

30 

5«RT3|^ 


cRTTR 

16.09.2000 

6 

^•RTST^ 


cRTTR 

16.09.2000 

5 

^ERna^ 


crf^raft cRiiH 

16.09.2000 

4 



cRTTR 

16.09.2000 

3 

^iRFH^ 


^rf^Rfr cRTTR 

16.09.2000 

208 

55^3157 

^kSipT 

cRITR 

19.02.2001 

207 



cRTTcT 

19.02.2001 


»..^,. «h4 >»f|> H 


■ -rt 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1 

393 


m 


^lT3J3T 

VlMt ZPTTPr 

23.01.2001 

1 

21.02.1998 


■ 



4l^4fl cpnORT 

23.01.2001 

84 

1806 








ISTPRT 

210 


cn3Sj<H 

cj^ 

19.02.2001 


19.07.1997 

cit^nrw 

208 


■41^3J4( 

qf^ cj^ 

19.02.2001 



STT^cpT 

207 

5«RT5f^ 


q1^ tj^ 

19.02.2001 



rN^_\_ffc_ 

raTRT 

164 

^RToTJT 


yf^4f1 ZRTToT 

23.01.2001 



tTTRr 

163 

^RTof^ 


tPTTor 

23.01,2001 




168 

'^RToT^ 

41^^41 

qf^ cmm 

23.01.2001 




169 

^RT51^ 

4l43i4( 

qf^4jt cRTTcT 

23.01.2001 




143 


4Unjr 

q1^3fr tim 

20.02.2001 



4(1 

...-■,<, ..ft. 

142 

^RTo(^ 

cftT3J3T 

q1^ cRTTcT 

20.02.2001 




104 

^Rranjc 

41^»i4( 

q^4ft cj^ 

20.02.2001 



cJd'^cil 

139 


clt^4T 

qf^lft cRdcT 

20.02.2001 




106 


41T3J?T 

q1^4ft cRITcT 

20.02.2001 




111 


cftT3J?T 

qf^lafr cPIToT 

16.09.2000 




25 


4li9j;4( 

qf^ cPlTcT 

16.09.2000 




24 

^4Rraiy 

4lTaj?r 

qf^ q^IlH 

16.09.2000 


- 


27 


41T3J?T 

qf^ cRdcT 

16.09.2000 




21 

53RT5igT 



16.09.2000 



WloOyfl 

5 



qf^ q^TTH 

16.09.2000 



^TTcTTgr 

3 

^SRIoigr 

cflT3}?T 

qWr q^ 

16.09.2000 

65 



m 











qffntfl zPiTcr 

23.01.2001 


21.02.1998 

qf&VIRT 

H 


cjtwjw 

qf^ critcT 

23.01.2001 




mSM 

5«RToT^ 

cfrwjw 

qf^lfr zrqicT 

23.01.2001 



^cf4iy 

143 

^iRTol^ 

41^HjW 

qf^Jd cRriH 

20.02.2001 


3684 GI/2004—11 



















I 

I 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

1-' - 

5 

6 

7 

8 

■ 

393 

\ Pt 

142 



qf^ <rnT?r 

20.02.2001 

■ 

21.02.1998 


110 


4l4Si^^ 

ql^jaft cjiiip* 

20.02.2001 

■ 



138 

^JRToI^ 


qf^afr q^ira” 

20.02.2001 

1 



111 

^iRToiy 

<frC3J?f 

qt^ qmer 

16.09.2000 

■ 



21 



qt^afr cRTIpT 

16.09.2000 

■ 



5 



qf^tjfr cRTior 

16.09.2000 

■ 



140 


<fl'iJi;«H 

ql^rtt cRTipr 

20.02.2001 

86 

628 








28.03.1998 


163 

^SRTol^ 


qf^ qifTTcr 

23.01.2001 

87 

52 


12 



qf^afr zprrreT 

06.09.2000 


11.01.1997 


11 

^a^ERT^ftH 

■4lT3JjH 

qf^3fr cPTIcT 

07.09.2000 




10 



qt^3fr cRTTcT 

07.09.2000 



3r^t3fl?r 

8 

^RRRitcT 



07.09.2000 



^31Tf<t 

7 


iSt^ 

qf^ qjiTfT 

07.09.2000 

88 

393 


12 

3JRRr«itcf 


i 

qf^ qiqw 

06.09.2000 


21.02.1998 


11 



qf^fjft tPlTcT 

07.09.2000 




10 



qf^TJft qqiH 

07.09.2000 




7 

^sRRT9ftcT 


qf^ crariH 

07.09.2000 



3i<sofr3fr^: 

8 


41^ 

qt^ qJiTer 

07.09.2000 

89 

1806 


12 

^a^Hiaitpr 


qTOft cRTrH 

06.09.2000 


19,07.1997 


11 

^rarnte 

4t4aj|H 

qf^Rft q^HToT 

07.09.2000 



?%T 

10 



qf^nrtt «rriT?r 

07.09.2000 


1806 

9T??ft3ffe 

8 



qt^afr qfliH 

07.09.2000 


19.07.1997 

^S?53TTfft 

7 



q1^4l qvrfci 

07.09.2000 



ifWRTf^ 

9 



qi^jfr zhlTcT 

07.09.2000 


3 TR- 250 l 1 / 25 / 2004 -a(?t. 37 R-|] 
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New Delhi, the 15th December, 2004 

S. O. 3295. _Whereas, by the notifications of the Government of India in the Ministry of 

Petroleum and Natural Gas number, S.O. and date as mentioned in the Schedule below 
issued under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government 
acquired the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to those 
notifications; 

And whereas, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section-6 of the said 
Act, the Central Government vested the right of user in the said lands, free from all 
encumbrances, in the Indian OH Corporation Lumted; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has made a report to the Central Government that 
ihe pipeline for the purpose of transpKirt of petroleum products from Haldia in the State of 
'^fet-Bengal to Barauni in the State of Bihar through the villages in the State of West 
Bengal mentioned in the schedule has been laid in the said lands, so the operation may be 
terminated in respect of the land the description of which in brief is specified in the 
Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, as required under explanation - 1 of rule 4 of the Petroleum 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Rules, 1963, the Central Government 
hereby declares the dates mentioned in Column 8 of the said Schedule as the dates of 
temunation of operation. 
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Schedule 


SI. 

No. 

"PS-O. No. 
and Date 

Name of Village 

Jiirisdicti 

on 

List 

I No, 

Police 

Station 

District 

State 

Date of 
termination 
of operation 

I 

2 

3 

L_ 4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1 

1849 

Sapua 

48 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.04.2000 


26.07.1997 

Dwari Beria 

46 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.04.2000 



Hadia 

47 

Sutahata 

Midmq>ur 

West Bengal 

15.04.2000 



Barbasudcbpur 

62 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.04.2000 



Goran khali 

61 

Sutahata 

Midn^ur 

West Bengal 

15.04.2000 



Manoharpi.ii 

92 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

27.05.2000 



Chaulkhoia 

93 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

27.05.2000 



Kishmatsh ibranmagar 

94 

Sutahata 

Midn^ur 

West Bengal 

27.05.2000 



Sobharampur 

147 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

24.02.2000 



Tentu Iberia 

170 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.02.2000 

2 

691 

n 1 nn OAA 1 

Ivishmatshibnimnagar 

94 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

01.08.2002 


J 1 .UJ.ZUU l 

Kasberia 

146 

Sutahata 

Midn^ur 

West Bengal 

01.08.2002 



Goranithali 

61 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

28.05.20aj 



Chaulklioia 

93 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

01.08.2002 



Barbasudebpur 

62 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

28.05.2002 



Manaharpur 

92 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2003 



Dihisibram Nagar 

95 

Sutahata 

Midn^ur 

West Bengal 

01.08.2002 



Kunarpur 

58 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 


692 

Brajalalchak 

57 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 

J 

31.03.2001 

Bars.undara 

54 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



iswardahajalpai 

53 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Kasthakhali 

51 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Anandapur 

52 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Ku!iaq3iir 

58 

- 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 
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2678 

18.10.1997 


1849 

26.07.1997 



143 

27.01.2001 




787 Tentulberia 

18.04.1998 Kishmatshibramagar 
Manoharpur 
.Gorankhali 
Sapua 


Tentulberia 


Kalikakundu 
Lakhya 
Chanpi 
Jhaupatra 
Kakurdaha 
Bagda 
Kanchanpur 
Rajarampur 
Taj pur 
Malubasan 


Bamunya 
Keshabpur Jalpai 
Kanchanpur Jalpai 
Rajarampur 
Dakshin Kasinuiagar 







787 

18.04.1998 


Kalikakundu 



5 

6 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

" ' 

Sutahata 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midn^ur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 



West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 



29.02.2000 


10.06.2000 

06.06.2000 

10.06.2000 

02.06.2000 

02.06.2000 

23.06.2000 

02.06.2000 

08.06.2000 

08.06.2000 

23.06.2000 


08.06.2001 

08.06.2001 

13.06.2001 

13.06.2001 

.13.06.2001 
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-u _ 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

787 

18.04.1998 

Lakhya 

161 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2000 

Chanpi 

146 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

10.062000 


Jhaupatra 

144 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.06.2000 


Kakurdaha 

136 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.06.2000 


Bagda 

138 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

23.06.2000 


Kanchanpur 

137 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.06.2000 


Rajarampur 

130 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

08.06.2000 

1849 

Naikundi 

117 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05.2000 

26.07.1997 

Madhabpur 

122 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

12.06.2000 


Kumarara 

118 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05.2000 


Bagmari 

101 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05.2000 


Dhitai Basan 

100 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05,2000 


Jasnan 

99 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05,2000 


Mandargechhya 

90 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29 : 05.2000 


Jambur Basan 

87 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05.2000 


Kolsar 

88 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

25.05.2000 


Dakshin Srikrishnapur 

59 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 


Puyeda 

35 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

09.06.2000 


Tikarampur 

52 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 


Tarageria 

51 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 


Guria 

45 

Mahishadal 

Midn^ur 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 


Naradari 

44 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

09.06.2000 

392 

Kumarara 

118 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05.2000 

21.02.1998 

Bagmari 

101 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

29.05.2000 
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2 

3 

392 

Guria 

21.02.1998 

Naradari 


Kolsar 

787 

Madhabpur 

18.04.1998 

Naikundi 

Kumarara 

Jasnan 


Kolsar 

Dakshin Srikrishnapur 

Puyeda 

Tarageria 

Guria 



145 

27.01.2001 



Kalyanpur 
Madhabpur 
Sandalpur 
Sitalpur 
Bhabanipur 
Kaiyanchak 
Shyamsundarpur 
Thakurchak 
Rajnagar 
Pan dab Basan 
Dakshin Damodarpur 
Chak Shimulya 


5 

6 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Micbiapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 

Mahishadal 

Midnapur 


125 Nandakumar 
122 Nandakumar 
121 Nandakumar 

71 Nandakumar 

73 Nandakumar 

72 Nandakumar 

74 Nandakumar 

75 Nandakumar 
Nandakumar 
Nandakumar 
Nandakumar 
Nandakumar 


Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 



West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


12.06.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

29.05.2000 

25.05.2000 

20.06.2000 

09.06.2000 

09.06.2000 

09.06.2000 


07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

07.06.2001 

24.01.2002 

24.01.2002 

24.01.2002 

16.01.2002 

16.01.2002 

16.01.2002 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


145 

Nachhipur 

27 

Nandakumar 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.01.2002 


27.01.2001 

Mahishgot 

21 

Nandakumar 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.01.2002 



Mallikchak 

20 

Nandakumar 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Chak Baichbere 

19 

Nandakumar 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Chak Chand Pota 

18 

Nandakumar 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Baich Berya 

17 

Nandakumar 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 

13 

1850 

26.07.1997 

Padampur 

Sadi chak 

99 

53 

Tamiuk 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

West Bengal 

12.04.2000 

02.04.2000 



Ramkatua 

97 

Tamiuk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03.2000 



Nilkunthia 

52 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.04.2000 



Balikalua 

93 

Tamiuk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03.2000 



Harashankar 

59 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.04.2000 



Khamarchak 








NarsinghkaJua 

94 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03.2000 



Dakshln Usatpur 

60 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

27.03.2000 



Amgechhya 

95 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03.2000 



Banhichar 

136 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03.2000 



Radhaballavpur 

137 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.03.2000 



Bhubaneswarpur 

146 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.03.2000 



Bara Padumbasan 

145 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



Padumbasan 

144- 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.^000 



’Daharpur 

276 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



Kapashbera 

283 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.03.2000 



Dharinda 

279 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 

. 


Rajgoda 

100 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

27.03.2000 






[Mmn—^sr>^3(ii)] 


25, 2004/^ 4,1926 
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—r 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

14 

392 

21.02.1998 

Nischintapur 

147 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

12.04.2000 


Kantibari 

58 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.04.2000 



Banhichar 

136 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03.2000 



Kapashbera 

283 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.03.2000 



Padumbasan 

144 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



Daharpur 

276 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



Rajgoda 

100 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

27.03.2000 



Padampur 

99 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

12.04.2000 



Harashankar - 

59 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.04.2000 



Khamarchak 








Barapadumbasan 

145 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 

15 

787 

18.04.1998 

Nilkunthia 

Harashankar - 

Khamarchak 

52 

59 

Tamluk 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

West Bengal 

02.04,2000 

02.04.2000 



Dakshin Usatpur 

60 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

27.03.2000 



Balikalua 

93 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Beqg^ 

J 5.03.2000 



Narasinghkalua 

94 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03,2000 



Banhichar 

136 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.03.2000 



Radhaballavpur 

137 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.03.2000 



Barapadumbasan 

145 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



Daharpur 

276 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



Kapashbera 

283 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.03.2000 



Dharinda 

279 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 

16 

142 

27.01.2001 

Mirikpur 

261 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 


3684 GI/2004—12 
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1 

2 


B| 

5 

6 

7 

8 


142 

— T 

Barbasanta 

262 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 


27.01,2001 

Kalikapur 

2S6 

Tamluk 

Midnap ur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Jaykrishnapur 

257 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.01.2002 



Putpute 

162 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Purbanukha 

255 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Putputta 

163 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Rajnagar Baharjala 

161 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Barbarya Paikbar 

124 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Laichhanpur 

123 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



liaiikadhanichak 

122 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Garupota Nijzote 

121 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Salikagarchak 

116 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Ashudapaikbar 

117 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.2001 



Chakdurgadas 

115 

Tamluk 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.06.200) 

17 

1850 

Baharpota 

319 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 


26.07.1997 

Ukhrapara 


Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Chainpur 

321 

Pajiskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Dcryachak 

31H 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Bangalpar 

1 317 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Nandaigazan 

310 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Nahala 

304 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 

1 


Sardabasari 

305 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Uttar Sagarbar 

306 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Bardabar 

298 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 

i- 


Kiingerhat 

296 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 









['ITT n—'CTOS 3(ii)] 


^ Tnm : 25. 2004/^ 4.1^26 


tni«7 


1 

2 

3 


5 

6 

7 

8 


1850 

Payag 

297 

PaflSkuffl 

Midnapur 

West Bangil 

14,07.2000 


26.07.1997 

Khetrahar 

238 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

Wist Saniil 

14.07.2000 

18 

392 

Pftthria 

249 

Pimskuil 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 


21.02.1998 

Gajai 

248 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Ramchandrapur 

250 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Manoharpur 

252 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Bangalpur 

317 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Nandaiga^ 

310 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Sardabasan 

305 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Bardabar 

298 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Kungerhat 

296 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 

19 

3236 

Raichak 

253 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 


23.11.1996 

Nijkhyara 

254 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Btnpl 

14.07.2000 

20 

14 

Mahammadmurad 

352 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06 .06.2001 


06.01.2001 

Chakgogras 

353 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 



BerabeHa 

330 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06 .06.2001 



Purushottampur 

331 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

O6.06.200l 



Chaugere 

349 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.O6.2O0l 



Chandipuf 

347 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06 .06.2001 



Radhakrishnapur 

348 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 



Fakirganj 

332 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 



Raghunathbari 

333 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 



Sundamagar 

335 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 



Swaniswatya 

212 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 
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1 

2 

3 


5 

6 


8 

i 

14 

Amdubi 

221 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06,06.2001 

i 

i 

06.01.2001 

Basantabar 

210 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 

1 


Dhuliapur 

215 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 

i 


Murail 

216 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 

i 


Uttar Chanchira 

208 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

06.06.2001 

j 


Gopalchak 

207 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 



Dehati 

72 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 

! 


Kaliswar 

73 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 



Purbapitpur 

69 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 

1 


Gopalnagar 

70 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 

! 


Keshapat 

50 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 



Hatishal 

51 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06,2001 



Krishnachak 

43 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 

I 


Brindabanchak 

^ 41 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

04.06.2001 

' 21 

787 

Sardabasan 

305 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 


18.04.1998 

Nandaigazan 

310 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Bangalpur 

317 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 

i 

1 


Deiyachak 

318 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07,2000 

1 


Chainpur 

321 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 

1 


Baharpota 

319 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 

22 

1582 

Pathria 

249 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 


>6.1997 

Gajai 

248 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 



Nijkhayra 

254 

Panskura 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

14.07.2000 

__ 






















[^II—■SR^3(ii)] 
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3236 

23.11.1996 


Narayanchak 
Gomokpota 
Jot Ghanashyam 
Sitapur 
Palashpai 
Joyramchak 
Panchgachhia (Part-1) 
Kelogoda 
Adampur 
Faridpur 
Uttarbar 
Chainpat 
Doriayodhya 
Bhagabatipur 
Jot Kanuramgaiii 



Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Diaspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 


Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 


West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


15.05.2000 

15.05.2000 

15.05.2000 

15.05.2000 

18.05.2000 

18.05.2000 

16.06.2000 

17.05.2000 

16.06.2000 

16.06.2000 

16.06.2000 

08.05.2000 

21.04.2000 

12.05.2000 

12.05.2000 



Gomokpota 
Palashpai 
Joyramchak 
Faridpur 
Chainpat 
Don Ayodhya 
Bhagabatipur 
Jot Kanuramgarh 



Midnapur West Bengal 15.05.2000 

Midnapur West Bengal 18.05.2000 

Midnapur West Bengal 18.05.2000 

Midnapur West Bengal 16.06.2000 

Midnai^ West Bengal 08.05.2000 

Midnapur West Bengal 21.04.2000 


Daspur Midnapur West Bengal 12.05.2000 


Midnapur West Bengal 12.05.2000 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

25 









1352 

Chainpat 

216 

Daspur 

MidnapUr 

West Bengal 

08.05.2000 


24.05.1997 

Jot Kanuramgarh 

i 

212 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

12.05.2000 

26 









1353 

Joy ramchak 

157 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.05.2000 


24.05.1997 







27 









392 

i 

Gomokpota 

237 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

15.05.2000 



Palasapai 

156 

DaspUf 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.05.2000 



Joy Ramchak 

157 

Daftpur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

18.05.2000 



Adampur 

228 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.06.2000 



Faridpur 

227 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

16.06.2000 

28 









2438 








11.11.2000 

Sripur 

151 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

30.05.2001 



Lakshakundu 

152 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

30.05.2001 



Khaschak 

84 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

30.05.2001 



Shyamchak 

83 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

30.05.2001 



Nobirl Manua 

153 

Daspur 

Midddpur 

West Bengal 

30.05.2001 



Goura 

80 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

WesI Beilga! 

30.05.2001 



Lakshmanchak 

82 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

30.05.2001 



Chaksultanpur 

163 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

30.05.2001 



Jot Gobardhanpur 

167 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

^5.05.2001 



Panchberya 

165 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

25.05.2001 



Jalalpur 

166 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

25.05.2001 



Bar Jalalpur 

75 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

25.05.2001 



Jatadharpur 

74 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

25.05.2001 



Radhakantapur 

67 

Daspur 

Midnapur 

West Bengal 

25.05.2001 


♦ 


A 
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2437 

11.11.2000 


Suhannagar 
Kisborenagar 
Khar Radhakrisfanapur 
Basudebpur 
Baikunthapur 
Dihichetua 
Rasulpur 
Shyamsundarptir 
Sujaoagar 


paspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Oaipur 

Daspur 

Daspur 

Daspur 


Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midn^mr 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 

Midnapur 


West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


25.05.2001 

25.05.2001 

25.05.2001 

25.05.2001 

25.05.2001 

25.05.2001 

25.05.2001 

25.052001 

14.01.2002 



2684 

09.12.2000 




Panchberya 

Jatadharpur 


Shflarajni^ar 


30.11.2000 Bheribalaramundu 
Ajabnagar 


Rathipur 

Thakuranichak 

Dandipur 

Shyamsundarpur 

Brindabanchak 

AJodhyakundu 

Dtrghagram 


165 Daspur Midnapur West Bengal 25.05.2001 
74 Daspur Midnapur West Bengal 25.05.2001 


144 Gbatal Midnapur West Bengal 14.01.2002 

67 Qhatal Midnapur West Bengal 14.01.2002 

68 Ghatal Midnapur West Bengal 14.01.2002 



Ghatal Midnapur West Bengal 
Midnapur West Bengal 
Midnapur West Bengal 
Midnapur West Bengal 
Midnapur West Bengal 
Midnapur West Bengal 
Midnapur West Bengal 
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1 

2 

' 1 Ml ■ 

3 

4 

5 

6 

r 

8 

36 

2990 

26.10.1996 

Oopalnagar 

38 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

WestBengid 

13^2000 


Krishnanaggr 

37 

Khanaloil 

Hoogly 

WcstB^igai 

13.062000 



Chakbhedua 

30 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

WestBei^ 

16.06.2000 



Saibona 

31 

Khaonlail 

Hoc^y 

We^Bo^il 

16.O6200O 



Gouran Mandaran 

32 

KhamJcul 

Hoogly 

WestB^igat 

16.062000 

I 


Gouran 

33 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

WestBei^ 

16.062000 



Ghwadaha 

57 

Khanakul 

Hoo^y 

West Bengal 

f 20.062000 



Raim^gar 

42 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

13.06.2000 

38 

1848 

26.07.1997 

Ghoradaha 

Ramchandrapur 

57 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 



Khanakul 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 



Dharampur 

23 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

WeA Bengal 

13.06.2000 



Ramnagar 

42 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

13.06.2000 



Krishnanagar 

37 

Khanakul 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

13.062000 

39 

2990 

26.10.1996 

Bhanderiiati 

Satmasa 

153 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

19.06.2000 


162 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

19.06.2000 



Arakul 

161 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

19.06.2000 



Sitalpur 

157 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

19.06.2000 



Pratapnagar 

160 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

19.06.2000 



Mandaran 

158 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

19i)6.2000 



Arandi 

159 

Arambag 

Hoc^ly 

West Bengal ^ 

19.06.2000 



Kantabani 

142 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 

1 


Seiaipur 

144 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

14.06.2000 

■ ^ 


Pirichpur 

143 

Arambag 

_L 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 


3684 Gl/2004—13 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

40 

1349 

Dakshin Rasulpur 

132 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 


24.05.1997 

Haraditya 

134 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 

41 

1583 

21.06.1997 

Madhurpur 

82 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 

42 

2990 

Taral 

133 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 


26.10.1996 

Mayapur 

84 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Asanpur 

78 

Arambag 

Ho<^ly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 



Josapur 

75 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Telua 

74 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Valia 

73 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Malaypur 

69 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

23.06.2000 



Kasigore 

72 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Chakhazi 

71 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Batanai 

55 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Chakamad 

60 

Ar^jnbag 

fioogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Chakfazil 

57 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Uttar Rasulpur 

58 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 



Uttar Sheikpur 

59 

-Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 

43 

1354 

Kasigore 

72 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 


24.05.1997 

Valia 

73 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

22.06.2000 

44 

1355 

Hara ditya 

134 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 

. 

24.05.1997 

Dakshin Rashulpur 

132 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

West Bengal 

21.06.2000 



[MPTII—■^3(ii)] 


2004/ih 4,1926 



2 

3 

1584 

21.06.1997 

Dakshin Rashulpur 



2711 

13.10.2001 



145 

25.01.1997 


Pirichpur 

Taral 

Telua 

Kasigore 

Valia 


Dewanchak 

Kota 

Saora 

Ndoinda 

DahiaKanda 

Kunnana 

Simla 

Kamche 

Goghat 

Uttar Balrampur 
Gobindapur 
Bhadur 
Bajua 
Sekati 

Mondalganti 


Kamarhati 





5 

6 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

1 

i 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

Aiambag 

Hoogly 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

Arambag 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

G>^at 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 1 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

Go^iat 

Hoogly 

Go^at 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoc^ly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

G)^iat 

Hoogly 

Goghat 

Hoogly 

G>ghat 

Hoogly 

Raina 

1 . 

Burd>K^ 




West Bengal 
West Bengal 
WestBen^l 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Ben^l 
West Ben^ 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


06.12.2001 

06.12.2001 

06.12.2001 

06.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 

04.12.2001 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


145 

Kongerpur 

186 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 


25.01.1997 

Lohai 

185 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Madhabdihl 

184 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Alampur 

183 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Jot Raghab 

180 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Chakbasantabati 

181 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Dharan 

124 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

19.06.2000 



Baithari 

66 

Raina 

BurdA^an 

West Bengal 

16.06.2000 



Udgarah 

67 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 



Bajitpur 

60 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 



Bora 

57 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 



Ujirhati 

58 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 



Kona Krishnapur 

56 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 



Mogaimari 

59 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 



Sehara 

55 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 

49 

627 

Kamarhati 

174 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 


28.03.1998 

Madhabdihl 

184 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 

1 


Alampur 

183 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 

50 

1807 

19.07.1997 

Kamarhati 

Lohai 

174 

185 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

10.04.2000 


Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Alampur 

183 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Jot Raghab 

180 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

09.04.2000 



Dharan 

124 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

19.06.2000 



Bajitpur 

60 

Raina 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

17.06.2000 

















[^TFrll—"0^53(11)] 


2 


^ 25 , 2004 /^ 4,1926 



1807 Ujirhati 
'’O’-'’” Mog.to»iri 




Sehara 


2710 Narattambati 
'3'»-200' Babla 

Sanko Narayanpur 
Kalui 
Rampur 
Nandanpur 
Uchalan 


627 Bara Gopinathpur 
28.03.1998 K^debpur 

Jubila 
Alladipur 
Krishnapur Kukra 
Shankari 
Sasanga 


14 5 Bara Gopinathpur 

25<»>W K,„„debpur 
Jarul 
Sunia 
Taraposh 



17.06.2000 

17.06.2000 

17.06.2000 



West Bengal 11.11.2001 


Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 


West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


21.02J2000 

21.02^000 

21.02^000 

21.02.2000 

20.06.2000 

27.06.2001 

25.06.2001 


Khanda Ghosh Burdwan West Bengal 21.022000 
K-handa Ghosh Burdwan West Bengal 21.022000 
Khanda Ghosh Burdwan West Bengal 21.022000 
Khanda Ghosh Burdwan West Bengal 21.022000 
Khanda Ghosh Burdwan West Bengal 21.02.2000 
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6 
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145 

Jubila 

76 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 


25.01.1997 

Alladipur 

82. 

tChanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 



Krishnapur Kukra 

83 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 



Aima Kheger 

71 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 



Shankari 

70 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

27.06.2001 



Palas<langa 

60 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

27.06.2001- 



Oania 

59 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 



Krishnagar 

51 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 



Sasanga 

58 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 



Napara 

56 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 



Mashila 

57 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 



Chagram 

84 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 

54 









1585 

Taraposh 

81 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 


21.06.1997 

Sasanga 

58 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.06.2001 

55 









1807 

Kamdebpur 

95 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 


19.07.1997 

Sunia 

91 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 



Taraposh 

81 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 



Jubila 

76 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 



Alladipur 

82 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

21.02.2000 



Krishnapur 

83 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

20.06.2000 



Shankari 

70 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

27.06.2001 

56 

2653 

Muidhara 

106 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

11.12.2001 


06.10.2001 

. 







•hMli 




:it u< 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


2653 

06.10.2001 

Induti 

105 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

11.12.2001 

10.12.200I 


Torkona 

104 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 



Balabati 

100 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

10.12.2001 



Pitambarpur 

99 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

10.12.2001 



GopinaOipur 

97 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

10.12.2001 



Kaiar 

96 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

10.12.2001 



Kamdebpur 

95 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

07.12.2001 



Gopalpur 

87 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

10.12.2001 



Chintamanipur 

89 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

07.12.2001 



Angram 

88 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

07.12.2001 



Chagram 

84 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

07.12.2001 



Krishnapur Kukra 

83 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

07.12.2001 



Sankari 

70 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

25.12.2001 



Napara 

56 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

27.0S302 



Mashila 

57 

Khanda Ghosh 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

27.05.2002 

57 

145 

Nala 

20 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Wek Bengal 

22.06.2001 


25.01.1997 







58 

627 

28.03.1998 

Nala 

20 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 

59 

1807 

19.07.1997 

Nala 

20 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 

60 

2653 

06.10.2001 

Nala 

20 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

27.05.2002 

61 

145 

Konarpur 

161 

Gaisi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 


25.01.1997 
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145 

Belgram 

152 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 


25.01.1997 

Satinandi 

149 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 



Hitta 

147 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 



Channa 

146 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 



Shankari 

145 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 

62 

627 

Konarpur 

161 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.062001 


28.03.1998 

Belgram 

152 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.062001 



Satinandi 

149 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 



Hitta 

147 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 



Channa 

146 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 

63 

1585 

Belgram 

152 

Gaisi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 


21.06.1997 







64 

1807 

Belgram 

152 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.062001 


19.07.1997 

Hitta 

147 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 



Channa 

146 

Galsi 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

22.06.2001 

65 

2653 

Konarpur 

161 


Burdwan 

West Bengal 

27.052002 


06.10.2001 



■ 




66 

1587 

Aiutia 

154 

Aushgrara 

Burdwan 

— 

West Bengal 

14.06.2000 


21.06.1997 

Silut 

119 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 



Maiiikpur 

120 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 



Beiuti 

121 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 



Reora 

128 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

.1 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



































['Fin—'^5nJ^3(ii)] 


qrot ^ 25, 2004/4^ 4,1926 





145 

25.01.1997 


2679 

18.10.1997 


1588 

21.06.1997 


Karanji 



Karanji 

Bhada 

Beiari 

Belgram 

Noada 

Shibda 

Dariapur 

Gushkara 


176 Aushgram j Burdwan West Bengal 29.02.2000 


154 Aushgram Burdwan 


Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 


Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Bunlwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 



West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


29.02.2000 

29.02.2000 

29.02.2000 

29.02.2000 

14.06.2000 

14.06.2000 

14.06.2000 

14.06.2000 


503 

22.02.1997 


Somaipur 

Baburbandh 

Sliut 

Mallickpur 
Beluti 
Beranda 
Srikrishnapur 
Chadradwip 
Bakshibad Pogram 
Reora 

Nrishinghapur 

Bilshanda 


Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 

Aushgram 


Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 

Burdwan 


West Bengal 

01.03.2000 

West Bcngi: ■ 

01.03.2000 

West Bengal 

1 t’.03.2000 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



3684 Gl/2004—14 
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1 

2 

3 

m 

5 

6 

7 

8 

71 

627 

Karanjj 

176 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

29.02.2000 


28.03.1998 

Bhada 

175 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

29.02.2000 



Belgram 

168 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

29.02.2000 



Shibda 

161 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

14.06.2000 



Gushkara 

158 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

14.06.2000 



Alutia 

154 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

14.06.2000 



Beluti 

121 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 



Somaipur 

152 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Etongal 

01.03 j:ooo 

72 

788 

Bhada 

175 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

29.02.2000 


18.04.1998 

Be lari 

177^ 

^ushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

29.02.2000 



Belgram 

!6«'^ 

iKkushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

29.02.2000 



Noada 

167 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 




Shibda 

161 

Auahgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

I4'.06.2000 



Gushkara 

158 

Aiid^gram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

14.06.2000 

73 

1587 

Reora 

m 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 


21.06.1997 

Srikrishnapur 

■I 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 



Bakshibad Pogram 

129 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

02.03.2000 



Baburbandh 

118 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 



Somaipur 

152 

Aushgram 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

01.03.2000 

74 

145 

25.01.1997 

Orgram 

11 ‘ 

Bhatar 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

13.03.2000 

75 

627 

28.03.1998 

Orgram 

11 

Bhatar 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 

13.03300 
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1 

2 


H 

5 

6 

7 

8 

76 

1807 

Orgram 

11 

Bhatar 

Burdwan 

West Bengal 



19.07.1997 







77 

503 

Udaypur 

Ill 

Bolpuf 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

13.06.2000 


22.02.1997 

CbAndanpur 

no 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



RASulga(\)hat 

114 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

13.06.2000 



Shibpur 

102 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

13.06.2000 



Uttar Radbanagar 

103 

Bolpuf 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Raipur 

109 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Mehidipuf 

105 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Pashim Bahadurpur 

53 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Ruppur 

52 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 


393 

Chandanpur 

110 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 


21.02.1998 

Ruppur 

52 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 

79 

1586 

Chandanpur 

110 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 


21.06.1997 

Mehidipur 

105 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Ruppur 

52 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Udaypur 

111 

Bolpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 

80 









1586 

Gopalnagar 

132 

lllafiibazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 


21.06.1997 

Kamarpara 

131 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 



Ramnagar 

130 

lllambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 



Purbanarayanpur 

114 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Goltikuri 

no 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 



Matikona 

II5 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 


















[P.ART II—Sec. 3(ii)j 


m‘n n-iE gazette of india: December25. 2004 /pausa 4 ,1926 


1 

2 

3 


5 

6 

7 

8 

1 

1586 

Panchtentiile 

1 

i 

108 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 


21.06.1997 







i 


Kayera 

107 

11 lam bazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 



Paiichiara 

106 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 



Paikuni 

105 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Nripatigrarn 

43 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 

1 


Gopinathpur 

44 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Rakona 

45 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Dharampur 

46 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Shunut 

47 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 

i 


Salka 

48 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 

81 









393 

Matikona 

115 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

21.02.2001 


21.02.1998 

Pachiara 

106 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 



Nripatigrara 

43 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19,02.2001 



Dharampur 

46 

illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Shunut 

47 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Salka 

48 

Illambazar 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19,02.2001 

82 

52 

Khagra 

210 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 











Paduma 

211 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Bodh^am 

208 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 

1 1 

1 1 

Kota 

158 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 


Bhaluka 

207 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 

1 

1 • 

1 ' 


Dakshin Chandipur 

160 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Birori 

164 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 



Rengna 

163 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01,2001 




















W ^ TFSm : 25, 2004/^ 4,1926 



52 

11.01.1997 


Dakshin Gopalpur 
Pachiara 
Chandrapur 
Hetampur 
Mohanpur 
Satkenduri 
Islampur 
Beleshuli 
Azdulla 
Nunedi 

Jungal Dubrajpur 
Panditpur 
Rupsimuli 
Kaythanpur 
Hosenabad 
Panch Pukauria 
Harulia 
Balijurt 

Gopalnagar 

Kuraljuri 

Kholakudi 

Lakhmi Narayanpur 

Pungiapur 


Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubr^pur 

Dubrajpur 

Dubrajpur 


Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 


West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 
West Bengal 


23.01.2001 

23.01.2001 

23.01.2001 

20.02.2001 

20.02.2001 

20.02.2001 

20.02.2001 

20.02.2001 

20 . 02.2001 

20.02.2001 

20 . 02.2001 

16.09.2000 

16.09.2000 

16.09.2000 

16.09.2000 

16.09.2000 

16.09.2000 

16.09.2000 


Dubr^pur Birbhum West Bengal 16.09.2000 

Dubrajpur Birbhum West Bengal 16.09.2000 

Dubrajpur Birbhum West Bengal 16.09.2000 

Dubrajpur Birbhum West Bengal 16.09.2000 

Dubrajpur Birbhum West Bengal 16.09.2000 



393 

21.02.1998 


Bodhgram 

Bhaluka 


208 Dubrajpur Birbhum West Bengal 19.02.2001 
207 Dubrajpur Birbhum West Bengal 19.02.2001 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 
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8 


393 

Birori 

164 

Dubnypur 

Biibhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 


21.02*1998 

Rengna 

163 

Dubr^pur 

Biilrfiuin 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 

84 

1806- 

19.07.1997 

Khagra 

210 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

i9.02.2001 



Bodhgram 

208 

Dubrajpiif 

Birbhum 

We^ Bengal 

I9X>2.200I 



Bhaluka 

207 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

Wait Bengal 

19.02.2001 



Birori 

164 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 



R£ngna 

163 

Dubi^pur 

Bhbhum 

W^ft Bengal 

23,01.2001 



Pachiara 

168 

Dubf^lpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 



Chandrapur 

169 

Dubf^pur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 



H^tampur 

143 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20 .02-2001 



Mohanpur 

142 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

2O.O2.20OJ 



Satikenduri 

104 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20 .02.2001 



Beleshuli 

139 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20 .02.2001 



Azdulla 

106 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20 .02.2001 



Panditpur 

111 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



Hosenabad 

25 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



Kaythanpur 

24 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



HafUlia 

27 

Dubr^puf 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



Balijuri 

21 

Dubrajpur 

BlrbhUffl 

West Bengal 

I6.09.2000 



Kholakudi 

5 

DUbnypUr 

BiibhUm 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



Punglapur 

3 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 

85 

393 

Dakshin Gopalpur 

150 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 


21.02.1998 

Pachiara 

168 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.200! 



Chandrapur 

169 

Dubrajpur 

Biibhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 



Hetampur 

143 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

30;02;200l 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


393 

Mohanpur 

142 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 


21.02.1998 

Nunedi 

110 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 



Jungle Dubrajpur 

138 

Dubrajpw* 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 



Panditpur 

111 

Dubrajpur 

Qirbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



Balijuri 

21 

Chibnypur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



Kholakudi 

5 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

16.09.2000 



Islampur 

140 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

20.02.2001 

i 

628 

2 ir :03. l 998 

Regna 

163 

Dubrajpur 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

23.01.2001 









,...87, 









52“ 

Anandnagar 

12 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

06.092000 


11.01.1997 

Budhpur 

11 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.092000 



Haripur 

10 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.092000 



Alliot 

8 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 



Kenduakuri 

7 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 

88 

393 

Anandanagar 

12 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

06.09.2000 


21.02.1998 

Budhpu 

11 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 



Haripur 

10 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 



Kenduakuri 

7 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 



Alliot 

8 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 

89 

1806 

Anandanagar 

12 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

06.09.2000 


19-07.1997 

Budhpur 

1! 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 



Haripur 

10 

___ 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 
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r~S 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 


1806 

19.07.1997 

Alliot 

8 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 


Kenduakuri 

Amtakuri 

7 

9 

Khoyrasole 

Khoyrasole 

Birbhum 

Birbhum 

West Bengal 

West Bengal 

07.09.2000 

07.09.2000 


[No. R-25011/25/2004-O.R.-11 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 


M 15 20cy4 

31T. 3296.— ^ WRI % 30. 604 8 

ET^, 2004 3fR ('jft 4 ^ 3Tte>K ^ 3T#f) SlfVlf^OR, 

1962 (1962 ^ 50)^^ (1) % m+iPvw ^ 

MRcI^H t^Wim %J "3^ ^ 

4 relPiB^ ^ 3lteJR ^ 3#T^3R^ 1 

^ ^ 25/06/2004 ’SWeiwi ^ ^ i 

>3fk '3^ arf^iifRiR ^ viiTo 6 ^ ‘sqvjro (1) ^ sfrtfi 4 yiP^^O % "rt^r 

mfi Wz ^1 

afK ^ f^R ^"^4 ^ TT^Irl "O? ^ ^it^) ^ 

3Tf\iRj;^ 4 TIRR 31^^ 4 'jfR 4 3 m4mI # 3lf^iR>R ^ 3rjh tlrOI ^it^l 

3m:, 31^, aiWRiR^viiRf 6^'3'iiM (1) ?HI 3T^ ^fifW41 ^ ^ 

^ 4Rxin ^R(ft 11^ ^ 3ifVRj^ 4 4 rr sT^q^gr 4 Wrf?«2 ^ ^ sitoor % 

^1 ^mi ti 

TF3t1t %^TTWR,'3^ 3TWRRT^Vimi 6 ^'SOW (4) ^RI ?rf%4t ^ ^ 

^ fr^ 1'jfR 4 Tqf^T ^ 3ifWT RWR 4 ^4 ^ ^ro 

f^^i4l 4 34 rci fdfH^s 4 f4%fi ^Ri i 



[MFin—■^r^3(ii)] 


W ^ wra ; 25, 2004/^ 4,1926 
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cpT 







1 

2 

3 

4 

. 5 

6 


574 


0 

01 

65 


571 


0 

02 

59 


570 


0 

01 

25 


[■95T. ^-25011/5/2002-^.'3?R-l] 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 2004 

S. O. 3296.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 604 dated 8*^ March, 2004 issued under sub section 
(1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines ( Acquisition of Right of User in 
Land ) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein after referred to as the siffd Act) the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for Ae 
transportation of Crude Oil from Viramgam to Koyli in the State of Gujarat, a pipeline 
should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the Augmentation of 
Viramgam - Koyli Section of Salaya-Mathura Pipeline System; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public on 
25/06/2004; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section of 6 of the said 
Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is satisfied that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this Notification should be 
acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to this notification area hereby acquired; 

And further, in the exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land shall 
instead of vesting in the Central Goveinment, vest from the date of pubHcation of this 
declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all encumbrances. 


3684 GI/2004—15 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Vadodara 


District: Vadodara 


state: GUJARAT, 





Area 


Name of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Hectare 

Are 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Anagadh 

574 


0 

01 

65 


571 


0 

02 

59 


570 


0 

01 

25 


[No. R-25011/5/2002-O.R.-11 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 

15 2004 

lafJT, W, 3297,— aflr VT^f^ An H41d^ % sn. 607, 1439, 

1441 8 2004, 14^. 2004 ^ra aA( igto (^jfn *4 

^ ^ 1962 (1962 ^ 50) ^ tini 3 (1) % 

^ wwi^ ^ 

%rl, arqfn^TlflB ^ % 1g%SB ^ ^ 4>*l4cfl Tf^ 

WiFiT?^ 1^1^ “3^ A r^Ui'W ^ A "a^nitn ^ ^ 

3T^ ^ arq^ arm ^ ^ 4t i 

afiT ^ arf^Tj^ ^ -sFRn ^ 25/06/2004, 19/08/2004 ^ ^ 

^ T(^ «ft , 

afk^ aiflrRm^™ O^aqtnrr (l)^annT’n AwiTnR?^ 

^*1 ami Mz ^ ^ 11 

afR,%^nT^R Wz^ ^R ^ n^mR ^ tru ^ 

aiRiRj^ ^ arjq^ A MzRv ^ i( ^ arftiR^ ^ fiFrzTi ^ri •?irf^ i 

aR;, aR, nmr, arRiRm ^ m 6^‘3^trra (1) ^ 11 ^ viRb41 ^ ti^ 

|T^ ntro ^Rcfl t % "^n a#Rj^ ^ ^HR ai-j^-i^l it %jfn ^ wjR ^ atflr^ 

ar^Rrzii ^mi ti 

aflr %'^nT=FR,‘3^ arMzm^m (4)?Ri vird>4! ^trJr 

^ ^ A wiR ^ artejR^^ nR?R 

nnl fqcn’^m) ^Fs^m aiR^ RfR^ it RR?I ^11 \ 

'** 
















['tFTlI—■^P53(ii)] 

’tmr ^ TTsm : 25, 2 OO 4 HW 4,1926 
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: 




1 





1 

2 

3 

4 

— *5 

1 g 


57 

1 

0 

01 

53 


54 


0 

00 

82 


74 

2 

0 

00 

24 


74 

3 

0 

00 

26 


74 

4 

, 0 

00 

57 


83 


0 

01 

98 


100 

1 

0 

00 

61 


100 

2 

0 

00 

'14 


106 

2 

0 

00 

34 


116 


0 

06 

28 


137 

3 

0 

03 

42 


155 


0 

00 

28 


154 


0 

01 

21 


1515 

2 

0 

04 

14 


1572 

1/B 

0 

01 

00 


1687 


0 

01 

58 


2085 


0 

05 

17 


835 


0 

01 . 

00 

#5T 

4 

1 

0 

01 

80 


300 

7 

0 

01 

48 


233 

1 

0 

00 

61 


677 


0 

11 

00 


891 


0 

02 

37 


317 

5 

0 

29 

85 

[m U 3tTT-25011/45/2001 

3T^ 

New Delhi, the 15th December, 2004 

S. O. 3297, — Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry' of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 607, 1439, 1441 dated 8 ^^ March, 2004, 14'^ June, 
2004 issued under sub section ( 1 ) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines ( 
Acquisition of Right of User in Land ) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein after referred to as the 
said Act) the Central Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipeline for the transportation of Crude Oil from Viramgam to Koyli in the State of Gujarat, 
a pipeline should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the 


Augmentation of Viramgam - Koyli Section of Salaya-Mathura Pipeline System; 
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And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public on 
25/06/2004, 19/08/2004; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (I) of section of 6 of the said 
Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Centra! Government, after considering the said report is satisfied that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this Notification should be 
acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to this notification area hereby acquired; 

And fiirtlier. in the exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land shall 
instead of vesting In the Centra! Government, vest fi'om the date of publication of this 
declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka : SANAND 

District: AHMEDABAD 

state: 

GUJARAT 




Area 

Name of the Village 

Suivev No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Hectare 

Are 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Kainna 

57 

1 

0 

01 

53 


54 


0 

00 

82 


74 

2 

0 

00 

24 


74 

3 

0 

00 

28 


74 

4 

0 

00 

57 


83 


0 

01 

98 


100 

1 

0 

00 

61 


100 

2 

0 

00 

14 


106 

2 

0 

00 

34 


116 


0 

06 

28 


137 

3 

0 

03 

42 


155 


0 

00 

28 


154 


0 

01 

21 

Sanand 

1515 

2 

0 

04 

14 


1572 

1/B 

0 

01 

00 


1687 


0 

01 

58 


2085 


0 

05 

17 

Khoraj 

835 


0 

01 

00 

Khoda 

4 

1 

0 

01 

80 


300 

7- 

0 

01 

48 


233 

1 

0 

00 

61 
















[win—■sn>^3(ii)] 


MTO ^ TrsnPT: 25, 2004/^ 4,1926 


101S3 



Sanathal 67? 

891 


0 11 00 

0 02 37 


Vasodara 


317 


5 


0 29 85 


[No. R-25011/45/2001-O.R.-n 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 

15 2004 

3298.— 1RT3TR ^ ^ ^ 3^. 1440 14 

2004 ?:ra ^ ^ ^ srsfR) 3rfl#RW, 1962 

(1962 ^ 50) ^ 3 (1) % 3»^ ^ ^??eTRn-'«i^ 

^ %2/ 

qRdgH ^1^ ^ Pc^HRIH ^ 4>*l4<rl1 MI$Mdl§H Ij '3^ 

^ 3r5f^#3rq^3?m^^tw^«Tti 

3?It 33RI ^ 3lf^ ^5PTm ^ 1 7/08/2004 cl^ ^ ^ <Tt I 

M3 ti 

3jh.%^^5R^iT ^"i ^ f^R ^ ^i^r tl 

3Tpii^j5Ri ^ ^icTR ^ f^Prf^ ’jfR 4 4 m41*i ^ srfi^^ ^ f^i ^Ri 

3m:, 3W, "3^ 3Tfl?fmR ^^ 6 ^ BR^nU ( 1) ^ ^ ^flpTOq! W\ Tl^m ^ 

^ ^Rnn ^rmt 1^ srfliRfERi ^ 4 PqP'if^'c ^ ^- 3 ^^ ^ aitenr 3?^ 1^ 

^1 ^Icll tl 

^3Jt %'^^Tm7R.'3^ 3Tfl?feR ^ tira 6 ^ "3^^ (4) ^ ^ TI^ ^ 

^ ^ Pt^ ^ 3^ ’jfR 4 ^ r 4 Pil^ti ^ 

4P^^4 3!f?mT 't>T4t\^fi’i RiPi^-s 4 Prf^ i 
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dl<44>l ; 

^T[<i ^ *11*1 






7 

2 

3 

4 

5 6 



1129 

0 

00 

43 


1025 

0 

05 

05 


798 

1 0 

08 

76 


3m-25011/45/2001-3^1.^-1] 


_ New Dellii, the t5th December, 2004 

S. O. 3298.— notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 

Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 1440 dated 14*** June, 2004 issued under sub 
section ( 1 ) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines ( Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land ) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein after referred to as the said Act) the Central 
Go'^emment declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of Crude Oil from Viramgam to Koyli in the State of Gujarat, a pipeline 
should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the Augmentation of 
Viramgam - Koyli Section of Salaya-Mathura Pipeline System; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public on 
17/08/2004; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section ( 1 ) of section of 6 of the said 
Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is satisfied that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this Notification should be 
acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to this notification area hereby acquired; 

And further, in the exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land shall 
instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the date of publication of this 
declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 


1 Taluka : Viramaam 

District: Ahmedabad 

State: Gujarat 

— 



Area 

1 

1 • Narrie of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Hectare 

Are 

mEM 

1 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 , ,1 

Sachana 

1129 


0 

00 

43 


1026 


0 

06 

06 

Hansalpur Sereshvar 

798 

1 

0 

08 

76 


[No. R-25011/45/2001-O.R.-1] 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secsy. 

16 2m* 


^ 3299.— ^5R2Bnr ^ ^ wftcr ?tcTT ^ ^ t 

fts dQ<ci^i§ TPs^r cd^fsicT, ^ 

udan^ji 'sif^ cicB 3cyi?w ^ df^3?3r ^ afer <Diviri«T*r 

5RT fitorl 'sn^ ; 

3^7 $7IT 5?ft?T ?tclT % fib* gi^Ucil^oT Rwi^ ^ TrahSTST ^ Iciti Slfil^qtlofr 
jqng ^ ^fifd «ipi ^ ^ arfirasnr ^ an^ «»<"»• 3ira«^ ^ j 

am: aw, trsprt, 3^ xnfqcrr^sr (ajpr it ^ 

arftt^sr? <aBr anrfsr) aifiifiwTrj 962(i 962 w 5o)^ «n7r a ^ apg-«jRr(i )5Rr y^crr 

«ricra«it ®r y?it 3 T ^ §cr, 3W^ ^ arfii^ w 3 Tv^ ^ ^ aig^ snm 

^ ijfiTOIT gszjft %; 

35 fr 315 ^^ ^ Ijpl’ ^ %cW5 3RFr cff^ter foR?^ WR<T ^ 

^Mg^ r ^1811 yvi^icT ^21 aifiR^goiT gfcwT TiroTZ®! ufSRfT ^ 3gcra^ gs^r 4t 
uijcft f, ^ 9ftfnr. ^ ^ ^ aifiicpi7 ®r 3X^3^ ^ aj^r 

^ gi^gdt^ ^ pfir icif^cf i^g arr^ 9 ft arr?. q«^et, 

7 r«m - 91521 ^ 3 ?qw gi^gdi^if gf^^fewr aiRr arrer^ 

?ra5 im gi^uci T^ gt^^Yda ir, 4/2,3ndcW2iRft 2 ^, ^icilfir, 

-620 0 1 2,{clPid4T^ ^ ^ 
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’ • CN 

^ 'HIH 


f^«TT W 





3IN 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 ' 

^ 4.5iri3J^ 

43 

1 

0 

03 

27 

43 

2 

0 

00 

40 

44 

2 1 

0 

03 

24 

89 

4^ 

0 

02 

50 

89 

2 

0 

22 

80 

90 

1 

0 

1 0 

80 

1 7 1 

- 

0 

06 

00 

2 6 1 

- 

0 

1 4 

80 

260 

- ■ 

0 

3 3 

50 

259 

3 

0 

02 

70 

2 59 

4 

0 

02 

1 5 

259 

5 

0 

23 

1 0 

259 

6 

0 

20 

78 

258 

1 

0 

03 

67 

257 

5 

0 

1 0 

50 

253 

1 

0 

06 

58 

253 

2 

0 

05 

50 

252 

23T 

0 

06 

22 

2 52 

3 

0 

1 1 

88 

2 52 

4 

0 

09 

36 

2 5 1 

3 

0 

00 

40 

2 50 

2 

0 

1 3 

96 

1 47 

2 

0 

0 1 

1 7 

1 47 

3 

0 

1 0 

7 1 

1 47 

5 

0 

1 2 

78 

2 1 0 

13T 

0 

27 

05 

2 1 0 

2 

0 

03 

57 

2 1 0 

3 

0 

00 

40 

2 1 1 

2 

0 

00 

90 

2 1 4 

3 

0 

1 2 

1 5 

2 1 5 

2 

0 

20 

99 

2 1 6 

1 3T 

0 

00 

40 

2 1 6 

2 

0 

00 

99 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

2 1 8 

4 

0 

08 

33 

2 1 9 

2 

0 

1 7 

60 

2 1 9 

3 

0 

0 4 

85 

228 

2 

0 

1 6 

98 

228 

3 

0 

00 

40 

228 

4 

0 

09 

90 

228 

5 

0 

00 

40 

228 

73T 

0 

02 

1 6 

228 

6 

0 

00 

40 

228 

7W 

0 

0 1 

87 

228 

93T 

0 

0 1 

02 

228 

8 

0 

00 

50 


[^. 3(TR-25011/28/2004-3!t.3TR-|] 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 2004 


s,o. 3299 .—Wliereas. it appears to the Central Government that it is 
necessary in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products 
from IBP Terminal, CBMT. Muttam Village to CPCL Jetty, Pattanacheri Village in 
the State of Tamilnadu a pipeline should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited: 

And. whereas, it appears that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is 
necessary to acquire the right of user in the land described in the Schedule 
annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act.1962 (50 of 1962). the Central Government hereby declares its intention to 
acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within 
twenty one days from the date on which the copies of this notification as published 
in the Gazette of India, are made available to the general public, object in writing to 
the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipeline undei tlie land to 
Shri. R.Vajravelu, Competent Authority. Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Chennai- 
Trichy-Madurai Product Pipeline Project and a branch pipeline from Asanur to 
Sankari. 4/2. Arockiasamy Street. Crawford Colony, Tiruchirappalli-620 012. 


Tamilnadu. 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluk : NAGAPATTINAM 

District: NAGAPATTINAM ^ 


state : TAMILNADU 

Name of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Area 






Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO 4. NAGORE 

43 

1 

0 

03 

27 

43 

2 

0 

00 

40 

44 

21 

0 

03 

24 

89 . 

4C 

0 

02 

50 

89 

2 

0 

22 

80 

90 

1 

0 

10 

80 

171 

- 

0 

06 

00 

261 

- 

0 

14 

80 

260 

“ 

0 

33 

50 

259 

3 

0 

02 

70 

259 

4 

0 

02 

15 

259 

C 

0 

23 

10 

259 

6 

0 - 

20 

78 

258 

1 

0 

03 

67 

257 

5 

0 

10 

50 

253 

1 

0 

06 

58 

253 

2 

0 

05 

50 

252 

2A 

0 

06 

22 

252 

3 

0 

11 

88 

252 

4 

0 

09 

36 

251 

3 

0 

00 

40 

250 

2 

0 

13 

96 

147 

2 

0 

01 

17 

147 

3 

0 

10 

71 

147 

5 
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02 

64 


1210 

0 

10 

79 


1214 

0 

00 

10 


608 

0 

00 

10 


609 

0 

00 

10 


611 

0 

28 

97 


610 

0 

00 

71 


612 

0 

12 

96 


613 

0 

01 

10 


430 

0 

03 

69 


634 

0 

04 

83 


567 

0 

01 

74 


651 

0 

26 

65 


650 

0 

14 

12 


655 

0 

00 

50 


656 

0 

01 

27 


657 

0 

13 

22 


515 

0 

04 

91 


658 

0 

01 

18 
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2004/^4,3926 
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I ^ I li— 

85 

86 

58 
65 
64 

59 
63 
62 
51 

Wt 3242 

3238 

3239 

3240 
3235 
3234 
3233 
3232 
3231 
3230 
3229 
3228 
3314 
3227 

2857 
3059 
2850 

2858 

2863 

2864 
2866 
3657 

2867 

2868 

2869 

2870 

2865 
2792 
2876 
2791 
2783 
2782 
2775 
2883 
2886 
2887 
2909 
2904 


4 


6 

0 

00 

49 

0 

26 

32 

0 

00 

63 

0 

01 

90 

0 

06 

32 

0 

06 

26 

0 

00 

10 

0 

05 

57 \ 

0 

05 

96 ^ 

0 

02 

70 ’ 

0 

12 

21 , ' 

0 

07 

64 

0 

02 

38 

0 

00 

73 

0 

05 

48 

Q 

00 

56 

0 

01 

93 . 

0 

04 

90 

0 

04 

74 

0 

04 

11 

0 

02 

64 

0 

09 

18 

0 

01 

31 

0 

00 

17 

0 

07 

41 

0 

00 

10 

0 

03 

70 

0 

01 

46 

0 

02 

43 

0 

09 

80 

0 

03 

76 

0 

13 

81 

0 

11 

40 

0 

01 

46 

0' 

01 

15 

0 

00 

10 

0 

08 

81 

0 

01 

55 

0 

02 

56 

0 

03 

72 

0 

13 

82 

0 

02 

07 

0 

09 

96, 

0 

01 

21 

0 

11 

83 

0 

22 

26 

0 

15 

03 


5 ’ 
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[_^^ 

3 

4 5 

6 


2651 

0 

70 

03 

1421 

0 

02 

76 

1>22 

0 

08 

79 

142^ 

0 

01 

15 

1419 

0 

04 

19 

3775 

0 

01 

72 

1425 

d 

00 

93 

1418 

0 

02 

91 

1426 

0 

00 

70 

1436 

0 

10 

15 

1376 

0 

07 

36 

1377 

0 

05 

15 

1378 

0 

02 

09 

1379 

0 

04 

11 

1380 

0 

02 

85 

1381 

0 

03 

57 

1383 

0 

03 

23 

1382 

0 

00 

64 

1330 

0 

06 

38 

1329 

0 

06 

76 

1328 

0 

02 

56 

3352 

0 

00 

10 

1335 

0 

04 

18 

3599 

0 

12 

05 

3598 

0 

02 

29 

1339 

0 

04 

96 

1297 

0 

04 

56 

1296 

0 

03 

35 

1285 

0 

07 

85 

1295 

0 

04 

79 

1283 

0 

02 

32 

1286 

0 

00 

25 

1287 

0 

02 

35 

1288 

0 

02 

00 

1289 

0 

04 

87 

1254 

0 

02 

68 

1252 

0 

00 

93 

1290 

0 

00 

12 

1534 

0 

01 

91 

1535 

0 

03 

30 

1536 

0 

03 

92 

1533 

0 

03 

32 

1537 

0 

00 

32 

1538 

0 

03 

17 

1540 

0 

01 

12 

1544 

0 

06 

01 

3595 

0 

04 

64 
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1— 

1 


2 

1 3 

4 

5 

6 




■ 

1547 


00 

53 





1545 

0 

00 

42 





1546 


03 

96 





2513 

0 

02 

97 





1626 

0 

02 

27 





1622 

0 

00 

57 





1613 

0 

14 

67 





1623 

0 

00 

93 





3520 

0 

14 

84 





1950 

0 

14 

81 





1387 

0 

00 

10 


[■<n.U 3TR-25011/12/2004-3lt.aTO-l] 


Mew Delhi, the teth December, 2004 

S.O. 3300 .—(Whereas, it appears to the Central Government that it is 
necessary in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum 
(crude) from Paradip in the State of Orissa to Haldia in the State of West 
Bengal, a pipeline should be laid by Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of 
laying such pipeline, it Is necessary to a^uire the Right of User In the land 
described In the Schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act- 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, 
within twenty one days from the date on which the copies of this 
notification, as published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the 
general public, object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein 
or laying of the pipeline under the land to Shri. Ashok Kumar Dash, 
Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited. Paradip - Haldia 
Pipeline Project, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Marketing Housing 
Complex, Meghadambaru, Post office- Kuruda, Balasore (Orissa). 
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District: Kendrapara State : Orissa 


Name of Tehsll Name of Village 

Khasara No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq. Mtrs. 

_]_ 1 ^ 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Mahakalpada Bandhapara 

366 

0 

01 

03 

103 

0 

15 

57 

206 

0 

02 

02 

352 

0 

00 

10 

204 

0 

-00 

31 

205 

0 

01 

36 

201 

0 

04 

81 

200 

0 

01 

85 

375 

0 

08 

10 

374 

0 

01 

34 

175 

0 

07 

02 

174 

0 

06 

85 

173 

0 

00 

10 

52 

0 

03 

16 

362 

0 

13 

42 

17 

0 ■ 

12 

42 

15 

0 

08 

34 

16 

0 

00 

10 

14 

0 

14 

56 

18 

0 

05 

40 

6 

0 

04 

01 

5 

0 

00 

19 

2 

0 

12 

39 

Kakatpur 

490 

0 

09 

37 

489 

0 

05 

73 

488 

0 

08 

76 

483 

0 

03 

02 

484 

0 

06 

00 

479 

0 

00 

10 

464 

0 

02 

42 

Gogua 

768 - 

0 

02 

83 

753 

0 

04 

60 

1109 

0 

06 

96 

1023 

0 

07 

59 

754 

0 

03 

52 

755 

0 

07 

94 

756 

0 

04 

98 

732 

0 

16 

05 

731 

0 

00 

33 

726 

0 

06 

83 



[MTin—■snJS3(ii)] 


2004/4^ 4,1926 


Babar 


Sanrahama 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


727 

0 

00 

93 

724 

0 

02 

60 

722 

0 

01 

37 

723 

0 

00 

10 

716 

0 

00 

65 

725 

0 

04 

55 

721 

0 

01 

46 

719 

0 

01 

37 

1126 

0 

00 

28 

^18 

0 

00 

50 

499 

0 

00 

53 

419 

0 

41 

72 

417 

0 

01 

95 

458 

0 

02 

72 

457 

0 

09 

56 

456 

0 

04 

22 

459 

0 

02 

26 

460 

0 

03 

90 

455 

0 

02 

70 

454 

0 

02 

26 

453 

0 

01 

66 

452 

0 

05 

46 

445 

0 

01 

24 

446 

0 

04 

03 

451 

0 

02 

22 

447 

0 

04 

21 

450 

0 

05 

66 

427 

0 

02 

58 

449 

0 

00 

10 

426 ' 

0 

00 

48 

425 

0 

08 

48 

423 

0 

06 

12 

422 

0 

00 

88 

419 

0 

00 

10 

421 

0 

00 

10 

1507 

0 

00 

10 

18 

0 

17 

51 

22 

0 

08 

5Q 

23 

0 

06 

12 

1464 

0 

00 

10 

24 

0 

08 

84 

25 

0 

02 

83 

26 

0 

00 

10 

5 

0 

13 

52 

4 

0 

00 

72 

473 

0 

00 

10 

472 

0 

01 

94 
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Pattamundai 


Sankrupa 
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Batipada 


471 

0 

07 

11 

470 

0 

00 

83 

469 

0 

02 

02 

468 

0 

04 

72 

452 

0 

03 

07 

640 

0 

00 

45 

641 

0 

02 

30 

453 

0 

02 

97 

642 

0 

01 

90 

534 

0 

00 

66 

454 

0 

00 

46 

599 

0 

03 

40 

456 

0 

03 

44 

415 

0 

05 

34 

516 

0 

01 

52 

515 

0 

06 

52 

514 

0 

00 

66 

419 

0 

04 

64 

417 

0 

03 

61 

418 

0 

01 

73 

33 

0 

00 

10 

38 

0 

07 

68 

39 

0 

01 

58 

37 

0 

06 

62 

36 

0 

03 

89 

598 

0 

04 

25 

174 

0 

01 

71 

181 

0 

00 

50 

182 

0 

03 

04 

175 

0 

09 

37 

171 

0 

15 

07 

80 

0 

00 

87 

406 

0 

06 

11 

81 

0 

05 

31 

407 

0 

00 

23 

82 

0 

09 

49 

83 

0 

01 

03 

350 

0 

05, 

79 

106 

0 

05 

38 

397 

0 

06 

69 

393 

0 

04 

49 

392 

0 

03 

59 

402 

0 

08 

62 

915 

0 

04 

58 

403 

0 

06 

64 

304 

0 

09 

53 

761 

0 

01 

68 



Satakudia 


3684 GI/2004'—20 



['Mn—^Sr*53(ii)] 


%m 25 , 2004 /^ 4 , 1^25 
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Buhala 


3 

4 

5 

6 

512 

0 

00 

16 

511 

0 

08 

03 

510 

0 

04 

22 

508 

0 

01 

00 

509 

0 

01 

28 

507 

0 

03 

28 

115 

0 

00 

72 

113 

0 

02 

91 

554 

0 

09 

38 

545 

0 

02 

67 

544 

0 

01 

98 

547 

0 

00 

22 

543 

0 

06 

61 

539 

0 

02 

27 

538 

0 

00 

62 

537 

0 

01 

99 

541 

0 

00 

10 

536 

0 

01 

15 

888 

. 0 

02 

05 

889 

0 

01 

89 

535 

0 

06 

80 

180 

0 

03 

25 

177 

0 

03 

50 

178 

0 

12 

19 

101 

0 

01 

34 

148 

0 

09 

08 

147 

0 

01 

54 

149 

0 

07 

16 

141 

0 

02 

37 

122 

0 

01 

26 

883 

0 

07 

64 

102 

0 

02 

57 

151 

0 

04 

02 

850 

0 

07 

80 

851 

0 

04 

90 

86 

0 

01 

95 

801 

0 

00 

48 

800 

0 

06 

04 

87 

0 

06 

51 

799 

0 

04 

48 

798 

0 

00 

21 

272 

0 

02 

97 

52 

0 

01 

81 

273 

0 

01 

09 

51 

0 

01 

63 

274 

0 

00 

48 

430 

0 

02 

13 
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^n*53(ii)] 


2004/^ 4,1926 


3 


5 

6 

438 

0 

03 

75 

29 

0 

04 

11 

440 

0 

01 

63 

23 

0 

00 

96 

757 

0 

00 

82 

27 

0 

09 

87 

28 

0 

03 

90 

458 

0 

02 

05 

457 

0 

01 

83 

459 

0 

10 

30 

462 

0 

11 

64 

463 

0 

03 

30 

33 

0 

09 

72 

476 

0 

07 

78 

34 

0 

19 

96 

35 

0 

00 

45 

19 

0 

07 

03 

18 

0 

12 

05 

474 

0 

03 

07 

7 

0 

01 

92 

5 

0 

01 

90 

4 

0 

01 

89 

3 

0 

01 

38 

2 

0 

04 

37 

86 

0 

02 

32 

84 

0 

06 

36 

211 

0 

00 

13 

87 

0 

04 

36 

108 

0 

00 

10 

89 

0 

11 

57 

99 

0 

01 

43 

98 

0 

05 

52 

97 

0 

06 

21 

95 

0 

02 

91 

94 

0 

17 

72 

91 

0 

00 

10 

1289 

0 

02 

25 

1272 

0 

03 

55 

1271 

0 

00 

10 

1275 

0 

03 

16 

1276 

0 

01 

00 

1269 

0 

00 

16 

1270 

0 

03 

56 

1261 

0 

04 

92 

1224 

0 

02 

24 

1344 

0 

00 

10 

253 

0 

07 

90 


Banto 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


1440 

0 

02 

55 


1441 

0 

05 

55 


2197 

0 

04 

04 


1439 

0 

06 

58 


2460 

0 

00 

46 


1415 

0 

00 

33 


1414 

0 

07 

58 


1413 

0 

00 

10 


1417 

0 

08 

61 


1392 

0 

00 

10 


1418 

0 

04 

16 


2062 

0 

01 

42 


1391 

0 

01 

89 


2061 

0 

02 

94 


1390 

0 

10 

12 


1389 

0 

03 

48 


1314 

0 

00 

24 


1388 

0 

00 

23 


2103 

0 

02 

40 


1387 

0 

01 

45 


2330 

0 

01 

60 


2331 

0 

00 

32 

Adhajori 

14 

0 

00 

28 


16 

0 

03 

91 


17 

0 

00 

20 


11 

0 

27 

65 


6 

0 

09 

13 


7 

0 

00 

14 


5 

0 

05 

38 


4 

0 

06 

92 


3 

0 

07 

15 


2 

0 

09 

49 


15 

0 

00 

15 


1 

0 

01 

22 

Balipatna 

2343 

0 

01 

65 


465 

0 

01 

40 


464 

0 

02 

81 


460 

0 

00 

47 


462 

0 

01 

17 


461 

0 

03 

00 


456 

0 

00 

20 


457 

0 

05 

47 


442 

0 

01 

14 


431 

0 

00 

10 


430 

0 

02 

50 


424 

0 

04 

66 


429 

0 

00 

10 




kill* 


3684 GI/2004~21 
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25, 2004/^4,1926 U835 


3 

4 

5 

6 

423 

0 

00 

10 

426 

0 

00 

98 

425 

0 

02 

98 

520 

0 

19 

87 

2612 

0 

01 

99 

609 

0 

02 

82 

610 

0 

07 

40 

2810 

0 

02 

52 

621 

0 

05 

62 

643 

0 

17 

12 

648 

0 

03 

54 

650 

0 

06 

67 

652 

0 

03 

21 

651 

0 

00 

82 

653 

0 

02 

61 

2509 

0 

04 

08 

2582 

0 

05 

75 

667 

0 

04 

16 

2945 

0 

03 

40 

385 

0 

00 

50 

386 

0 

03 

.04 

387 

0 

04 

57 

115 

0 

06 

52 

114 

0 

04 

18 

113 

0 

01 

57 

136 

0 

00 

10 

2759 

0 

00 

63 

112 

0 

02 

92 

108 

0 

03 

25 

389 

0 

02 

45 

106 

0 

00 

61 

105 

0 

01 

12 

103 

0 

02 . 

03 

102 

0 

03 

27 

104 

0 

00 

30 

101 

0 

06 

16 

96 

0 

04 

32 

95 

0 

01 

81 

94 

0 

00 

14 

2788 

0 

01 

25 

87 

0 

11 

70 

88 

0 

00 

26 

2935 

0 

00 

50 

2727 

0 

00 

55 

69 

0 

08 

40 

76 

0 

04 

"b9 

75 

0 

01 

02 
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77 

72 

Damarpur 2507 

2506 
2505 
2504 

2464 

2465 

2466 

2467 
2443 
2460 

2437 
2436 
2435 
2433 

2438 
2424 
2423 

2412 

2413 

2414 

2415 

2416 

2417 
2403 

2418 
2402 
2401 

Srirampur 1461 

1470 
1469 

1472 

1473 
1468 
1483 

1437 
1436 

1438 
1435 
1433 
1432 
1429 
1428 
3015 

1426 

1427 


4 

5 

6 

0 

02 

73 

0 

00 

10 

0 

06 

54 

0 

05 

85 

0 

00 

10 

0 

03 

68 

0 

03 

30 

0 

03 

01 

0 

01 

45 

0 

00 

95 

0 

00 

82 

0 

00 

10 

0 

01 

23 

0 

00 

10 

0 

00 

10 

0 

03 

93 

0 

04 

42 

0 

00 

10 

0 

01 

78 

0 

Cl 

28 

0 

02 

28 

6 

02 

70 

0 

02 

67 

0 

02 

44 

0 

03 

00 

0 

02 

65 

0 

00 

10 

0 

03 

99 

0 

05 

26 

0 

05 

53 

0 

00 

94 

0 

02 

62 

0 

03 

78 

0 

00 

80 

0 

04 

98 

0 

07 

75 

0 

02 

84 

0 

01 

34 

0 

00 

60 

0 

03 

78 

0 

05 

76 

0 

05 

21 

0 

05 

46 

0 

05 

45 

0 

01 

15 

0 

11 

73 

0 

02 

20 
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MTOT ^ Tram : 25, 2004/^ 4,1926 


1 


6 


1401 
1400 
1403 

1402 

1386 
3013 

1387 
1280 
1281 

1273 
1276 

1274 

1275 
1271 
2497 
2496 
1257 

1137 

1138 
1136 

1141 

2875 
1133 

2876 

1142 
1132 

1143 
1147 

1144 
1146 

1145 

1153 

1154 

1155 

1156 
888 
865 
864 

867 
869 

868 
872 
2903 

4255 

4256 
4254 
4251 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


04 

00 

04 

05 

04 

03 

00 

10 

00 

01 

02 

04 

02 

01 

01 

03 

00 

01 

01 

01 

01 

01 

00 

00 

04 

00 

00 

00 

02 

01 

01 

14 

01 

01 

00 

01 

13 

01 

04 

03 

02 

01 

01 

01 

00 

07 

00 


37 

87 

44 

52 

53 

17 ^ 
10 
36 
71 

52 

77 

30 
58 
15 
46 
69 
76 
87 
90 
58 
15 
10 
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02 
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11 

52 
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23 
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68 
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01 
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73 
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04 
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56 
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59 
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Barasingpur 


Madhapur 


Kharijan 


Lakshmiprasad 


3 

4 

5 

6 

178 

0 

00 

10 

179 

0 

05 

94 

183 
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01 

48 

187 
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04 

88 

188 

0 

04 

94 

189 
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08 

13- 

150 

0 

04 

37 

190 

0 

01 

49 

149 

0 

03 

37 

148 

0 

09 

62 
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0 
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35 
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09 

45 

2080 

0 
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10 
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0 

05 

34 
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21 

12 

0 

07 

87 

11 

0 
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03 

8 

0 

02 

12 

2 

0 

02 

50 

1 ^ 
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76 

3526 
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82 
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0 
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97 
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0 
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89 
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0 
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51 
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62 
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23 
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0 

03 

22 
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0 
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22 
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0 
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10 
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0 
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52 
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0 

11 

14 
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0 

01 

00 
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0 

02 

69 

3106 

0 

03 

34 

3107 

0 

10 

56 

3108 

0 

01 

70 

24 

0 

08 

05 

26 

0 

04 

47 

25 

0 

10 

42 
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0 

01 

52 

99 

0 

11 

18 

100 

0 

01 

96 

95 

0 

02 

27 

98 

0 

15 

43 

97 

0 

20 

16 

54 

0 

14 

49 

53 

0 

00 
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96 

0 

02 
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06 
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90 
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00 

60 
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00 

10 
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95 
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31 
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00 
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18 
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00 
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08 
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0 

00 

55 

0 

00 

43 
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07 

18 

0 

00 

18 

0 

00 

29 

0 
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0 

11 

38 

0 
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97 
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00 

10 

0 

07 
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0 

04 

74 
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03 

41 
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56 







[WTII—7snis3(ii)] 


10287 


W ^ TIOTr: 25, 2004/^ 4,1926 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 1 
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1419 

0 

05 

72 

1138 

0 

15 

54 

1742 
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05 

65 

1098 

0 

07 

68 

1096 

0 

01 

24 

1097 

0 

03 

85 

1094 

0 

07 

51 

1093 

0 

04 

42 

1142 

0 

05 

07 

1143 

0 

10 

89 

1144 

0 

02 

48 

1762 

0 

11 

29 

1145 

0 

00 

75 

1146 

0 

11 

53 

A 

1083 

0 

11 

72 


[No. R-25011/11/2004-O.R.-I1 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 


^ 16 2004 

ww TT *it to ^ toTO ^ 

ato. ««to (toto w toi# - - Wr ww 

^ sraiR ^ -SPIK war ' 

*toi ww ^ ww tort ♦ iRito ♦ to! to to! ♦ 

1^ ^ ^ 3R<tR i ^ ^ ^ 3#I ^ 

,,'a*) rfrtto, «! (i« « ») -rt to = 

* ton to! in, to>l!nrttoto*toto<«tonnto*to.«rnna 

Tft^nTT ^ , 

1 ^ ^ ^ 4 eft W. ^ Jt^) ^ ^ 

^ -5^ 4 3n%^, ^ ' 
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,_-_ /■ 


71^ : 


TRsqr 




_ 


1 


1 ^ "Hter 

i 1 

5 ?" -- 

2 

--—~—^—___ 

3 

4 ~ ^ 

r '5 


1652 

0 

00 

80 


1648 

0 

07 

40 


1647 

0 

04 

40 

- ■ 

1641 

0 

.01 

60 


New Delhi, the 16th December, 2004 

s. o. 3J02.—Whereas, jt appears to the Central Government that it is necessary in 

Ata trom'KolSI =«"<* pjline^o 


'* ®PP®®''s *0 the Central Government that for the purpose of lavina 
he pipeline, .t is necessary to acquire the right of user in fhe laTuJd^r which 

annexed £ tht"notifiSn?®'' described in the Schedule 

powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of 

ava^ble to the general public ibfed in wS^to thVa^^S^^^^ 

s ~ S“ 
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25, 2004/^ 4,1926 

SCHEDULE 


Tehsil : Ajmer 

District : 

Ajmer 

state ; Rajasthan 

_—-----—- “1 



Area I 

Name of Village 

Khasara No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

---— —- - 

_A _ 

Dourai 

1652 

0 

00 

80 


1648 

0 

07 

40 


1647 

0 

04 

40 


1641 

0 

01 

60 


[No. R-25011/2/2004-O.R.-I] 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 


17 2004 

cFT. 3ir. 3303.— ^ ^ ^ PcftcT ^cn % ^GTZIcT ^ 

555T ?r fecft cra5 ^5tf^ 3?5T^ ^ tifelSST ^ ftn? cfjfqft?Tcf 

I?c| 3 uTT^ tnf^ ; 


^tz ^^c|5U cl^ m^Udl^cT fcFEST# ^ ^ ^ 3TT^§^ra5 

PcftcT ^ t M ajjiT f^r-^ suras ^ ^ %, satr ijTfqc^ 

uIT^ cPT ^Rcrra %, ^ 3 lf£Ic| 5 R cf 5 T 3 Ti^ oTTT? ; 

3 Tcr: OT, ii^clDlxL', ^^rfcRW (&j|^ ^ ^ 

arflraJR- cpt 3 t^) aiRil^^a r, i 962 (i 962 ^>1 50 ) ot?t 3 ^ 3 q?rRr (i) 'srer ycm 
^ cisq^ OT 3 ^ ^ ^ 3i^rci5r? ^pt 31 ^ c?57^ ^ 3Tr§Ri ^ 

ti^c>iuii cj5^ % ; 


cZifIJrT, ^ 3 clrT 31 ^^ ^ #r ^ %, ^ 

arf^rgpTT arRcT ^ ci^ y^cwf ^aTErOT oToTctt c^ sQcm %*, 

^ aftcTZ 3jf^ ^ ^ m^Mdi^^T foTOT oncf ^ ^ sifter? ^ 

aiofsr ^ ^ # 3iTT.m. yifterff, cisfqf^i^ 

ftesn^TT 3nf^ ^ ,31^, ^ -370 1 1 0( ^GTTTcT^ ^ ^ ^ 

te teoTTi 
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12*17 
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67 
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0 
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60 

4t2 
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36 
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59 

- 

0 

06 
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50 

^ iift2 

0 

02 

70 


79 


0 

57 

00 


85 

^2 

0 

1 0 

36 


86 


- 

0 

18 

36 


3JcTJ17T 5T^I TaTRT 717^271 86 35^7 








0 

22 

88 


92 ^ 













92 

- 

0 

09 

06 


1 1 9 
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0 

09 

97 


93 

- 

0 

0 1 

64“ 


1 21 

- 

0 

00 

20 


1 1 8 

eft! 

0 

26 

37 


1 1 a 

<512 

0 

24 

23 


1 23 

- 

0 

32 

36 


1 26 

- 

0 

37 

77 


1 27 

- 

0 

1 4 

40 


1 28 

_ 

0 

29 

65 


5TT^ TarfPJT 1 28 








0 

05 

70 


13 0 ^ ^ 






1 30 

- 

0 

1 7 

1 1 

2 


95 

3T/10/<ft/49 

0 

02 

7 1 


95 

3I/10M/31 

0 

07 

aa 


95 

10M/1 

0 

26 

6(5 


95 

lo/>5r/4 

0 

1 3 

50 


95 

10/<5l/3 

0 

1 6 

33 


95 

io/i5r/2 

0 

23 

40 


95 

W10 MM 3 

0 

3 1 

68 


95 

m/ 10/m/47 

0 

23 

94 - 


95 

11 

0 

26 

37 


ilscT) 9 5 

3f/10/<it/1 

0 

0 1 

08 


95 

3T/10/<ft/1 

0 

89 

9 1 
















[,jpjll_^pj53(ii)]_TO^xnm; 25, 2004/^4,1926 UP91 


di^r: anft^Gng ftfsfr «i«ii«epioi 

ZI® 

T ' ^ui<ic 

T 











31J W- 



63f 9^ 

g 

•nfv ^1*1 



rpR 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

^ ' 

2 


120+121 
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0 

14 

31 


119 


0 

1 2 

1 1 


1ETO 11 9 

^2 

0 

02 

88 


115 

- 

0 

OS 

70 


106 ^ 

- 

0 

11 

40 


^scb <iWiJ siftz 








0 

07 

12 


;2raf5r io/4tid ^ ^ 






. 






1 0 

1*1 

0 

1 0 

04 


11 


0 

21 

29 


1 4 


0 

05 

65 


13 
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1 0 

25 


1 7 


0 

07 

80 


1 6 

_ 

0 

1 5 

68 


21 

ii5ti 

0 

27 

22 


21 

*2 

0 

22 

00 


22 

*1 

0 

30 

28 


22 

t5t2 

0 

31 

00 


23 


0 

29 

88 


24 

- 

0 

00 

60 


26+27 

1t5l3 

0 

41 

26 


31 

*- 

0 

57 

72 


32 

^2 

0 

1 8 

24 


32 

ml 

f 

41 

29 


33 

m2 

0 

01 

88 

3 

3«n^a»lG 

79 

- 

0 

1 7 

82 


81 

- 

0 

27 

79 


3liqi(f) 8 1 ^7 


0 

25 

65 


83/'7r2 ^ ^ 






83 

m2 

0 

14 

96 


- 






?T5cB TJTZITr 71^ 83/^2 ^ 


0 

04 

26 


dlttfl ^dll ^ dlu ^ 











4 


47 

oti 

0 

27 

07 
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COVI 


Nmv MM^ttw 17th Decernber, 2004 


s.a 33i2^ WhereM it iqtpetn to the Centril Govcrmnent ^ it » "fcnjwy « 
pubBc intefbtt ft*** fef Ae tiiiMpwtitioii c€ petroleum pixxfaicti from hfandri (Otpifii) o 
gp^pi^ihoiiMhfttoidly Hindusun Petroleum Coip^^ 

And wtaw* h ^ 

mch pbeBne, k ii moiwy to nequiie the rith of am « ^ “*•» "* 

p^,elii*Sipw|N)««llobeW*dndt^ •««“; 

Now, ibwefcM, in «wi» of powm oo«*i^ 

the Peiialeuni Md hfinerab PipeliMe (ActrMkion orRI||> of Ueer m Iw 

(SO of 1962X the Omni Goewnmeoi hw*y dedww it» inwiioo to ecquoe the ngm of 

uier therdn; 

Any iwMon, itnetewd « the held dewawd taljii iiM 

twenty one deye fiom the due on which copiee of tN <Hd*»» "T >nto ^ 

SSkni ■« B«de weiUMe to the inddi^olje^ 

ridn of uier thcKin Ibr layii« of the pipeine uider the lend V -V Sef>^ 
Cogent Anthority, Mundm-Ddhi IWioleumPi»*« Pi^*, 

Coipontian Uinited. Gylnlchen* BuddinB. Athpur Road. Aniar, Kutch 370110 

(Ckgarat). 


3684 GI/04--30 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluk : AMIRGADH 

District: BANASKANTHA 

State: 

GUJARAT 

1 

Name of Village 

Survey no. 

Sub>Oivision 

No. 

Area 

Hoctare 

Are 


1. KARZA 

67 

- 

0 

52 ' 

16 

60 

P2 

0 

36 

36 

59 

• 

0 

06 

27 

58 

P1&P2 

0 

02 

70 

79 

P5 

0 

57 

00 

85 

P2. 

0 

18 

36 

86 

• 

0 

18 

36 

Balaram river In between Survey 
Number.86 and 92 


0 

22 

88 

92 

- 

0 

09 

06 

119 

- 

0 

09 

97 

93 

.. - ■■ - 

. ■■ ■■■•- 

01 

64 

121 

• 

0 

00 

20 

118 

PI 

0 

26 

37 

118 

' P2 

0 

24 

23 

123 

- 

0 

32 

36 

Ms 

126 


T 0 s 

37 • 

77 

127 


0 ; . 


40 

128 

- 

0 

29 

' 65 

Nala In between Survey 
Number.128 and 130 



05 

70 

130 


0 

17 

11 

X. Jethi 

95 

A/10/P/49 

0 

02 

71 

95 

" A/IO/P/31 

0 

07 

92 

95 

10/PI 

0 

26 

,60 

95 

10/P4 

0 

13 

50 

95 

10/P3 

0 

16 

83 

95 

10/P2 

0 

23 

40 

95 

. A/10/P/43 

0 

31 

68 

95 

A/IO/P/47 

0 

23 

94 

95 

11 

0 

26 

37 

Asphalted Road.95 

A/10/P/1 

0 

01 

08 

95 

A/10/P/1 

0 

89 

91 









Tnm: 25, 2004 /^ 4,1926 


I030I 



[HFTII—isr^3(ii)] 


Taluk: AMIRGADH 


Name of ViHage 


i JETHI 

m 

(Contd...) 


District BANASKANTHA 


SUte:GUJABAT 


UMARKOT 


IQBALGADH 



Sub* 

Area 

Survey no. 

Division No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Squan 

Metre 

120+121 

- 

0 

14 

: M 

119 

P1 

0 

12 

11 

Asphalted Road 119 

P2 

0 

02 

88 

115 

- 

0 

05 

70 

108 

• 

0 

11 

40 

Asphalted Road in between village 
boundry of Umarkot and Survey 
No. 10/PI 


0 

07 

12 


PI 

0 

10 

04 

11 

- 

0 

21 

29 

14 

- 

0 

05 

65 

13 

- 

0 

10 

25 

17 

- 

0 

07 

80 

18 

- 

0 

15 

68 

21 

1P1 

0 

27 

22 

21 

P2 

0 

22 

00 

22 

PI 

0 ‘ 

30 

28 

22 

P2 

0 

31 

00 

23 

• 

0 

29 

88 

24 


0 

00 

60 

26+27 

1P3 

0 

41 

26 

31 

- 

0 

57 

72 

32 

P2 

0 

18 

24 

32 

P1 

^ 0 - ^ 

41 

29 

33 

P2 

0 

01 

88 

79 

- 

0 

17 

82 

81 

- 

0 

27 

79 

Village site In between Survey No. 

81 and 83/P2 


0 ' 

25 

65 

8S 

P2 

0 

14 

96 

Asphalted Road In between Survey 
N0.83/P2 and village boundry of 
Jethi 


0 

04 

28 

47 

PI 

0 

27 

07 
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Taluk: AMIRGADH 

District: BANASKAHmU 

Stale 

;OUJARAT 


• 


Sub- 

Dtvieion No. 

Area 

Name of ViHaga 

Survey no. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

IQBAL6ADH 

47 

P2 

0 

18 

53 

I Contd...) 

45 

P2 

0 

19 

24 

48 

P1 

0 

17 

62 

45 

P3 

0 

32 

07 

Asphalted Road In between Survey 
Number.45/P3 and 34 


0 

02 

65 

34 

• 

0 

33 

50 

41 

2P4 

0 

24 

94 

40 

2P1 

0 

12 

69 

40 

2P2 

0 

16 

42 

40 

1P1 

0 

00 

30 

36 

2P3 

0 

02 

82 

36 

2P1 

0 

10 

69 

Cad track In between Survey 
Number.36/2P1 and 
30^3W38/1+39'»45+ 56+57+58/P11 


0 

00 

56 

30^31+38/1 ♦39+45*56+57+58 

P11 

0 

20 

52 

30+31+38/1+39+45+56+67+58 

P20 

0 

02 

34 

30+31+38/1+39+45+56+57+68 

P17 

0 

20 

70 

Cart track in between 
30+31+38/1+39+45+56+67+58/P17 
and 

30+ 31+38/1+39+45+56+57+58/P15 


0 

00 

65 

30+31+38/1+39+45+56+57+58 

P15 

0 

53 

46 

30+31+38/1+39+45+56+57+58 

P24 

0 

32 

76 

30+31+38/1+39+45+56+57+58 

P14 

0 

50 

59 

30+31+38/1+39+45+56+57+58 

P6 

0 

35 

56 

S. JUNI SAROTRI 

22 

PI 

0 

24 

35 

23 

P1 

0 

03 

78 

23 

P2 

0 

09 

26 

Asphalted Road. 23 

P3 

0 

02 

13 



[tjPT n—^n*?3<ii)] 2004/^ ICO03 


Taluk :AM1R6A0H 

District: BANASKAMfRiA ' 

State 





Sub- 

Division No. 

Area 

Nama of A^Uage 

Survey no. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

JUNISAROTRI 

21 

P1 

0 

03 

56 

(Contd...) 

29 

P1 

1 

49 

39 

35 

- 

0 

01 

72 

36 

- 

0 

07 

47 

38 

- 

0 

14 

96 

Nala In Between Survey No 38 and 
43 


0 

87 

77 

43 

- 

0 

08 

55 

44 

- 

0 

14 

95 

45 

- 

0 

09 

89 

47 

- 

0 

19 

95 

Nala In between Survey No. 47 

and 51 


0 

02 

85 

51 

- 

0 

19 

56 

53 

PI 

Q 

03 

46 

53 

P2 

0 

00 

50 

52 

PI 

0 

11 

40 

52 

P2 

0 

08 

55 

6 , SAROTRA 

232 

P1 

0 

10 

87 

232 

P3 

0 

19 

42 

233 

- 

0 

21 

92 

237 

- 

1 

96 

52 

234 

P4 

0 

05 

29 

234 

P3 

0 

09 

62 

234 

P2 

0 

06 

05 

235 

P2 

0 

00 

70 

236 

1+2+3t4 

0 

17 

04 

208 

- ■ . 

0 

48 

89 

Nala.237 

- 

0 

07 

91 

174 

- 

0 

39 

90 

175 

- 

0 

21 

30 

176 

- 

0 

14 

19 

177 

PI 

‘ 0 

34 

92 

178 

.... 

0 

31 

30 

179 

- 

0 

17 

82 

160 

P2 

0 

21 

38 
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Taluk: AMiRGAOH 

District BAN ASKANTHA 

State 

GUJARAT 

1 



Sub* 

Area 

Name of Village 

Survey no. 

Division No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

4. SAROTRA 

Mud Road.237 

* 

0 

01 

78 

(Contd...) 

55 

- 

0 

37 

42 


54 

1 

0 

26 

01 


49 

PI 

0 

03 

29 


48 

1P1 

0 

27 

79 


Asphalted Road.48 

1 P2 

0 

03 

56 


46 

- 

0 

20 

67 


45 

- 

0 

24 

23 


44 

PI 

0 

33 

50 


40 

- 

0 

07 

46 


41 

- 

0 

05 

70 


38 

P2 

0 

13 

63 


39 

- 

0 

27 

44 


38 

PI 

0 

33 

75 


Mud Road In between Survey 
Number.38/P1 and 34 


0 

02 

85 


7. KIDOTAR 


34 

35 
278 
280 
281 
281 
281 
281 
281 
281 
282 
286 

287 

288 
11 
12 
10 
7 

14 


PI 

PI 

P2/1 

P2/2 

P3 

P4/2 

P4/3 

1 



0 

0 

0 

Q 

0 

0 

Q 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


10 

69 

25 

66 

28 

56 

18 

17 

22 

45 

07 

12 

13 

54 

25 

43 

17 

10 

04 

64 

09 

31 

08 

41 

15 

48 

24 

53 

14 

61 

00 

68 

30 

44 

01 

48 

07 

07 


2 










[^Frn—^^3(ii)] _2004/% 4,1926 10S05 


TnlulcAMIRGADH 

District: BANASKANTNA 

State 

;CUJARAt 

__ 

Name of Village 

Survey no. 

Sub* 

Area 

Division No. 

Hectare 

Art 

Sqiiart 

Metre 

7. KIDOTAR 

Nala In between Survey Number;14/2 
and 16 


0 

16 

62 

{Contd...)* 

16 

- 

0 

19 

06 


17 

- 

0 

36 

48 

S. KAKAWADA 

Nala In between village boundry of 
Kidotar and Survey No. 7 & 6 


0 

17 

82 


7 

- 

0 

26 

37 


6 

- 

0 

14 

25 


Mud Road In between Survey 
Number. 6 and 115 


0 

04 

98 


115 

- 

0 

06 

71 


12 

PI 

0 

09 

37 


12 

P2 

0 

12 

11 


14 

P3 

0 

12 

12 


13 

- 

0 

05 

70 


14 

PI 

0 

07 

69 


14 

P2 

0 

10 

62 


114 

PI 

0 

3D 

24 


Banas river In between Survey 
Number.l 14/PI and 16/P3 


0 

57 



16 

P3 

0 

07 

B$ 


54 

PI 

0 

14 

61 


54 

P2 

0 

27 

08 


55 

> 

0 

11 

04 


56 

- 

0 

38 

49 


57 . 

- 

0 

20 

67 


58 

- 

0 

14 

25 


59 

- 

0 

16 

38 


60 

- 

0 

17 

10 


65 

- 

0 

06 

58 


61 


0 

06 

77 


64 

- 

0 

24 

23 
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JW A***- 

Taluk : AMiRGADH 

District: BANASKANTHA; 

Stste : GUJARAT 

Name of Village 

Survey no. 

Sub> 

Division No. 

Arias 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

A Banas river In between village 


0 

70 

56 

, ISWANI K 

boundry of Kidotar 





|0. DABHELA 

46 

- 

0 

10 

69 

48 

> 

0 

28 

90 

45 

- 

0 

00 

50 

Mud Road 50 

P/15 

0 

01 

88 

43 

- 

0 

02 

33 

50 

P15 

0 

01 

25 

50 

P17 

0 

12 

99 

50 

P18 

0 

12 

89 

50 

P22 

0 

05 

34 

42 

P1 

0 

12 

47 

Nala In between Survey No. 


0 

25 

70 

4^1 and 24/P3 





24 

P3 

0 

03 

52 

24 

PI 

0 

04 

63 

24 

P4 

0 

04 

28 

30 

- 

0 

11 

76 

31 

- 

0 

13 

54 

34 

PI 

0 

43 

12 

Mud Road In between Survey No. 


0 

01 

42 

34/PI and 294/P2 





294 

P2 

p 

18 

53 

294 

PI 

0 

26 

37 

292 

- 

0 

29 

93 

271 

- 

0 

11 

40 

270 

- 

0 

12 

47 

269 

> 

0 

09 

62 

265 

P2 

0 

09 

26 

265 

P3 

0 

09 

97 

265 

PI 

0 

07 

84 

265 

P4 

0 

05 

33 

267 

P1 

0 

05 

95 

266 

PI 

0 

19 

64 




1(007 


[ Mjn n —^sr >5 3 (ii) ] ^ TRm: 2 s, 2004 /^ 4,1926 


Taluk: AMIRGADH 

District: BANASKANTHA 

State: GUJARAT 

Name of Village 

Survey no. 

Sub- 

Division No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Hgrrmsi 

)0. DABHELA 

252 

PI 

0 

00 

23 

(Contd....) 

Asphalted Road In between 





Survey Number.252/P1 and 


0 

03 

56 

251/P2 





251 

P2 

0 

24 

59 

Asphalted Road In between 





Survey Number 251/P2 &\/.B of 


0 

01 

78 

Awal 





It. JUNIROH 

41 

1 

0 

09 

22 

41 

2 

0 

10 

47 

42 

- 

0 

12 

74 

Cart track In between survey 


0 

02 

31 

Number 42 and 44 





44 

- 

0 

14 

17 

43 

1 

0 

||p5 

C7 

47 

P2 

0 

.' 15 

32 

48 

PI 

0 

15 

33 

49 

- 

0 

23 

16 

50 

1 

0 

26 

37 

S,H In between Survey 


0 

03 

92 

Number50/1 and 59/PI 





59 

PI 

0 

01 

50 

60 

PI 

0 

20 

24 

61 

P2 

0 

10 

33 

62 

- 

0 

26 

73 

Asphalted Road In between 





11 . AVAL ■ 

Village boundry of Dabhela and 


0 

03 

20 

337/P4 





337 

P4 

0 

14 

14 

337 

P1 

0 

16 

74 

337 

P2 

0 

03 

74 

337 

P3 

0 

16 

84 

21 

P3 

0 

16 

40 

20 

- 

0 

26 

71 


\ 


3684 GI/04—31 












10308 
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Taluk : AMIRGADH 

District: BANASKANTHA 

State 

: GUJARAT 


Name of Village 

Survey no. 

Sub- 

Area 

Division No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

1^, AVAL 

21 

P2 

0 

08 

21 

(Contd,...) 

25 

- 

0 

00 

45 

35 

P3 

0 

09 

97 

35 

P2 

0 

12 

96 

35 

PI 

0 

10 

34 

14 

P3 

0 

32 

43 

14 

P2 

0 

00 

30 

37 

P5 

0 

16 

72 

38 

- 

0 

00 

32 

42 

- 

0 

29 

22 

43 

P1 

0 

07 

60 

89 

PI 

0 < 

30 

96 

84 

- 

0 

15 

68 

77 

- 

0 

02 

35 

85 

- 

0 

16 

39 

86 

- 

0 

17 

82 

98 

- 

0 

11 

05 

99 

- 

0 

01 

76 

78 

- 

0 

09 

20 

\ 1 ^. GADHADA 

100 

- 

0 

19 

77 

22 

- 

0 

01 

37 

Cart track In between Survey No. 

22 and 34 


0 

01 

64 

34 

- 

0 

14 

96 

33 

- 

0 

11 

76 

32 

- 

0 

15 

68 

31 

- 

0 

02 

49 

30 

- 

0 

14 

61 

Banas River In betwee: Survey 
Number.30 and 99 


0 

21 

02 

99 

- 

0 

38 

49 

100 

- 

0 

38 

49 

1v33 

P3 

0 

03 

08 

103 

P6 

0 

00 

30 

103 

P2 

0 

00 

20 


* -I 


• Mm < 



[^n—^r»53(u)] is, 2004 /^ 4,1926 10309 


LTatuk: AMIRGADH 

District: BANASKANTHA 

State 

: GUJARAT 


Name of Village 

Survey no. 

Sub- 

Divtoion No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Square 

Metre 

11. GADHADA 

103 

PI 

0 

15 

66 

(Contd....) 

103 

P5 

0 

20 

31 


98 

PI 

0 

03 

56 


104 

« 

0 

33 

86 


106 

P2 

0 

12 

47 


105 

P2 

0 

09 

26 


105 

P3 

0 

07 

84 


105 

PI 

0 

09 

62 


115 

P2 

0 

39 

76 


113 

- 

0 

16 

90 


112 

- 

0 

24 

95 


118 

- 

0 

23 

16 


119 

- 

0 

22 

10 


[No. R-31015/41/2004-O.R.-II] 
HARISH KUMAR. Under Secy. 

M 20 2004 


m. 3ir. 3304.— ^5s£tv ^ if ^ ar ra ygn g ^icftcr star % ^rarwrsr zroier 

if yrro if m 3an^ ^ nf^a^sr ^ affan d>TqTivi5r f^^rcK 

aRT 'liRBgMrianite qr g q gffgsr if fl n ^ gn ^ aap aRsar cn^'* ^ i» i 4jF«cidiPi i?g5 
mfiiw r fa i ftsr# air^ wrftGi 

a3f7 ?if saa uv^dci i ^ ^ gajtjsrsr ^ ^jgr ana^e^ 

wftw iteiT % % 3wr qpT if, «it arfSt^ar if ;hci«m arf^ if affe % aSt? f^if 
tan; anif asr g^dia %, 30^ ^ aitar? an tair am? 1 

SRti am, taft^r ^raasR, tf^ltaiar affz altar u i ^uhi^ (sjjir if aaeitur d 
aftaw w aita) aifttaar, 1902 (i962 an 50 ) a§f en^ 3 aSf sam^di ( 1 ) srer yacfr 
<ta J t w gta anif gg, aan ii a^ attain a>i a^sfor arcr^ sfivna 

9 sft f 1 

aif^ fit aetar, aft saw if atar if taa^ ?. 3 ?t aifjw if tarasf 
d Tiannr if ^ TOta ?®r aifir^jrar aSf gtaif ^mi^or arsfar ^ 3ac!«T a^r ^ ancft t, 
fOfta ta it ifta 3aif 3 q ^ a i ^1ta5r^ an asz^ arr 9 ^ ^ ^ ar/aarfa tai^ 
it iWir if fft it. ^«?n, ^rw artarif, (ziareeirsr), i^Raf^?rar 

( qifMW i iwr wnar), 33, ^atnsfsa siar?, aitarcfgjT ^n^ar^. arag? ~ 302010 (eroRerw) 
ftitar *97 if anita ^ ^f^arri 
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d^^cf : g]<!4W^ 

l^dl: 3 IoI<R^ 

71 ^ : 


a’JTJT TTMEJI 


<JlTq c}}| 



TS^ 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


313 

0 

00 

20 

314 


10 

70 

318 

0 

04 

70 

478 

0 


80 

479 

0 

04 

80 


145 

0 


90 

144 


02 

20 

147/1 

0 

03 

1 0 

148 

0 

06 

30 

149/1 

0 

04 

70 

1 52 

0 

07 

00 

1 53 

0 

01 

60 

1 54 

0 

00 

20 

151 

0 

04 

90 

665 

0 

07 

00 

1 59 

0 

00 

70 

661 

0 

01 

1 0 

662 

0 

03 

20 

663 

0 

02 

50 

664 

0 

01 

90 

650 

0 

03 

70 

648 

0 

04 

1 0 

■ ^ 

647 

0 

04 

20 

646 

0 

02 

80 

645 

0 

03 

50 

644 

0 

01 

90 

640 

0 

04 

70 

639 

0 

00 

60 

636 

0 

05 

80 

632 

0 

01 

80 

631 

0 

01 

30 

630 

0 

01 

50 


»Ml ^ 


> 4IW- • I I » • 















25, 2004/^ 4,1926 


10311 



247 

248 

249 

320 
322 

321 

296 

297 
295 

298 
294 
293 
290 
265 
284 

278 

279 

407 

408 

409 
4;1 5/1 
41 6/1 
416/2 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


00 60 

05 70 

04 50 - 

06 30 

04 60 

05 50 

01 10 

00 50 

04 70 

00 20 

05 00 I 

03 10 

02 00 

07 20 

00 80 

06 70 

02 00 

03 30 

03 30 

00 20 

04 70 

03 20 

01 20 




660 

0 

03 

50 

662 

0 

00 

20 

664 

0 

00 

20 

663/1 

0 

1 1 

70 

667 

0 

12 

90 
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TToSy ; TTaRSTR 

1 

<JlicI ofTiT 

B»ZIT 





u^rr 


1 

2 


4 


668 

0 

00 

20 

669 

0 

01 

90 

670 

0 

03 

1 0 


296 

0 

03 

60 

297 

0 

00 

30 

293 

0 

03 

20 

292 

0 

04 

10 

291 

0 

02 

60 

289 

0 

00 

30 

290 

0 

02 

90 

285 

0 

1 1 

70 

283 

0 

09 

00 

288 

0 ' 

00 

20 

273 

0 

17 

90 

282 

0 

01 

00 

274/2 

0 

03 

10 

274/1 

0 

00 

20 

268 

0 

01 

40 

267 

0 

01 

80 

266 

0 

00 

20 

143 

0 

03 

00 

144 

0 

02 

40 

147 

0 

00 

20 

148 

0 

04 

SO 

149 

0 

01 

60 

150 

0 

07 

90 

151 

0 

00 

20 

162 

0 

00 

20 

193 

0 

00 

90 

194 

0 

03 

90 

1 95 

0 

00 

20 

1 96 

0 

00 

20 

1 92 

0 

03 

80 

191 

0 

01 

80 









i 
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: ®ard^ 


7Iw!T : TToRenof 

Jira 351 ofRT 






1 

2 

3 

4 

s 

197 

0 

00 

40 

190 

0 

05 

20 

189 

0 

06 

' 00 

1 86 

0 

02 

90 

187 

0 

02 

60 

165 

0 

00 

40 

619 

0 

01 

20 

1 72 

0 

04 

00 

686 

0 

04 

10 

684 

0 

00 

20 

635 

0 

04 

50 

690 

0 

05 

80 

688 

0 

00 

20 

689 

0 

03 

30 

687 

0 

10 

50 

686 

0 

00 

30 

683 

0 

03 

50 

684 

0 

07 

20 

744 

0 

04 

00 

748 

0 

06 

90 

751 

0 

00 

50 

758 

0 

06 

30 

768 

0 

07 

90 

'■^747 

0 

00 

20 

762 

0 

00 

40 

760 

0 

00 

90 

764 

0 

00 

30 

761 

0 

05 

10 

anas 


0 

02 

00 

304 

0 

00 

30 

303 

0 

1 1 

80 

315 

0 

01 

70 

• ■■ 6; v' , 

0 

09 

00 

. .. 

0 

02 

40 
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eiixd : :i15r^T5! 

— ----^-... 

3TTcr c|5T ofTH 

^rezjT 





1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

■■ .1 ■ ■ 


324 

0 

00 

20 


3 1 7 

0 

02 

50 


331 

0 

00 

20 


328 

0 

00 

20 


330 

0 

06 

20 


I'm. TT. 3TR-2S011/27/2004-3it.3m I ] 

New Delhi, the 20th December, 2004 


S.O. 3304.— ^Whereas, it appears to the Central Government, that It Is 
necessary in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum 
products from Beawar to Chittaurgarh a "Branch Pipeline to Chittaurgarh from 
Sidhpur-Sanganer Pipeline", should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited. 


And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose of 
laying the said pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the land 
under which the said pipeline is proposed io be laid, and which is described in 
the Schedule annexed to this notification. 


Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of 
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its Intention to acquire the right of user therein; 


Any person interested in the land described In the said schedule may, within 
twenty one days from the date on which the copies of this notification issued 
under sub-seclion(l) of Section 3 of the said Act, as published in the Gazette 
of India, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipeline under the land, 
to Shri O. P. Gupta, Competent Authority (Rajasthan), Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited,33 Muktanand Nagar. Gopalpura Bye-pass, Jaipur - 302018, 
Rajasthan. 




• •« IH 
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SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: BEAWAR 

District: AJMER 

state 

• 

: RAJASTHAN i 

Name of the Village 

Kha^ara No. 

Area 


Hectare 

Are 

Sq.nrrtr^ 

1 

I 2 

3 

4 

5 

SENSPURA 

313 

0 

00 

20 

314 

0 

10 

70 

318 

0 

04 

70 

478 

0 

00 

80 

479 

0 

04 

80 

LASARIYA 

145 

0 

02 

90 

144 

0 

02 

20 

147/1 

0 

03 

10 

148 

0 

06 

30 

149/1 

0 

04 

70 

152 

0 

07 

00 

153 

0 

01 

60 


154 

0 

00 

20 

151 

0 

04 

90 

865 

0 

07 

00 

159 

0 

00 

70 

661 

0 

01 

10 

662 

0 

03 

20 

663 

0 

02 

60 

664 

0 

01 

90 

650 

0 

03 

70 

648 

0 

04 

10 

647 

0 

04 

20 

646 

0 

02 

80 

645 

0 

03 

50 

644 

0 

01 

90 

640 

0 

04 

70 

639 

0 

00 

60 

636 

0 

05 

80 

632 

0 

01 

80 

631 

0 

01 

30 

-—-- 

630 

0 

01 

50 


3684 G1/04—32 
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Tehsil: BEAWAR 

Distriei: AJMER 

State 

: RAJASTHAN 

Name of the Village 

Khasara No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

629 

0 

01 

60 

628 

0 

04 

90 

627 

0 

04 

50 

246 

0 

02 

00 

245 

0 

04 

60 

244 

0 

04 

80 

247 

0 

00 


248 

0 

05 

70 

249 

0 

04 


320 

0 

06 

30 

322 

0 

04 

60 

321 

0 

05 


296 

0 

01 

10 

297 

0 

00 


295 

0 

04 

70 

296 

0 

00 

20 

294 

0 

05 


293 

0 

03 

10 

290 

6 

02 

00 

285 

0 

07 

20 

284 

0 

00 

80 

278 

0 

06 

70 

279 

0 

02 

00 

407 

0 

03 

30 

408 

0 

03 

30 

409 

0 

00 

20 

415/1 

0 

04 

70 

416/1 

0 

03 

20 

416/2 

0 

01 

20 

KMIRANIKHERA 

660 

0 

03 

50 

662 

0 

00 

20 

664 

0 

00 

20 

863/1 

0 

11 

70 

667 

0 

12 

90 















imH-TOsca)] _mn* 


T«lwH : BEAWAR 

iMilrict: AJMER 

ami' 

rHAMfTIMin 

Nameofthe ViRage 

. . ' " 11 1 , ii j II 

lOmsafaMo. 

..... i 



Are 

Sq.mir. 

1 

2 i 

3 

4 

5 

668 

0 

00 

20 

669 

0 

01 

90 

670 

0 

03 

10 . 

PAKHARIVAWAS 

296 

0 

03 

60 

^7 

0 

00 

30 

293 

0 

03 

20 

292 

0 

04 

10 

291 

0 

02 

60 

289 

0 

00 

30 

290 

0 

02 

90 

285 

0 

11 

70 

283 

0 

09 

00 

288 

0 

00 

20 

273 

0 

17 

90 

282 

0 

01 

00 

274/2 

0 

03 

10 

274/1 

0 

00 

20 

268 

0 

01 

40 

267 

0 

01 

80 

266 

0 

00 

20 

143 

0 

03 

00 

144 

0 

02 

40 

147 

0 

00 

20 

148 

0 

04 

50 

149 

0 

01 

60 

150 

0 

07 

90 

151 

0 

00 

20 

162 

0 

00 

20 

193 

0 


90 

194 

0 

03 

90 

195 

0 

00 

20 

196 

0 

00 

20 

192 

0 

03 

80 

191 

0 

01 

80 
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Tehsil: BEAWAR 

District: AJMER 

State 

: RAJASTHAN 

Name of the Village 

Khasara No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

197 

0 

00 

40 

190 

0 

05 

20 

189 

0 

06 

00 

186 

0 

02 

90 

187 

0 

02 

60 

165 

0 

00 

40 

619 

0 

01 

20 

172 

0 

04 

00 


636 

0 

04 

10 

634 

0 

00 

20 

635 

0 

04 

50 

690 

0 

05 

80 

688 

0 

00 

20 

689 

0 

03 

30 

687 

0 

10 

50 

686 

0 

00 

30 

683 

0 

03 

50 

684 

0 

07 

20 

744 

0 

04 

00 

748 

0 

06 

90 

751 

0 

00 

50 

758 

0 

06 

30 

763 

0 

07 

90 

747 

0 

00 

20 

762 

0 

00 

40 

760 

0 

00 

90 

764 

0 

00 

30 

761 

0 

05 

10 

BAOIYA BHAU 

302 

0 

02 

00 

304 

0 

00 

30 

303 

0 

11 

80 

315 

0 

01 

70 

316 

0 

09 

00 

301 

0 

02 

40 


• .1 . 
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Tehsil: BEAWAR 

District: AJMER 

State 

: RAJASTHAN 

Name of the Village 

Khasara No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


324 

0 

00 

20 


317 

0 

02 

50 


331 

0 

00 

20 


328 

0 

00 

20 


330 


06 

20 


[No. R-25011 /27/2(KW-O.R.-Q 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 

M 21 20M 

ap?i ^ ^n, 1428, 1429 

14TT.2()04?ra aik^stPnr 3^^ 

1962 (1962^ 50)^^ (1) % 

innreft ^ ^ %!!, awft^ 

?i ''iftarFi % ii4t^ ^ ftRffnw it bv m^'nniei ftw^ to ^ 

3i^^3?q^arRR^ 

itro ^ 4t I 

aftraea ^irfa^risBm^ 20/08/2004 trf "arow i*ra il /ni 4t i 

aflraaa arWm^^ 6^3qiimi (1)% sr?roi i| wnnfW^ 
aarrft Me ^ it t i 

alt^^i^NTOFR Me^ I^r ^ il’Bi ♦% T3 

it ^ *4 4m4i<i ^ arflswR ^ «4*i f^i "^bi i 

amj, aw, w aiffejfRw^TO (l)?Rnw^ ^i1tojfw3Mn 

iRft fn itww iwft 11^ aifW^^ it a(:j^4t if ftPiR^E ifp? % TfiB ^ arttwuR 
ar^NflFH niBi t r 

^aJk ^^TOFR,^ aiMRW^vira 6^Eqi^Ri (4)?RiiB?r^Mn 
tot iUfT'Eaa ^ *4“ERiB^aiPwwto^toTiWfR ifftfta it4^ 
iww^nfft it ^wa iB*T iftRB aff^qi^i «i)T4A«ri*i ^^^*4 Pttto toil i 
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711^^ : ^I4>cl14 




W 5fnt 

IT? 







2 

3 


HHLUH IHlfJHHi 


245 

2 

0 


50 


136 

2 

0 

01 

49 


148 



05 

83 


353 

3 

0 

00 

58 


79 

1 

0 

03 

68 


1085 


0 

02 

63 


1007 


0 

13 

58 


1080 


0 

20 

89 


1079 


0 

22 

19 


150 



05 

57 


[^. 31R-25011/3/2002-3iy.«IH-| ] 

New Delhi, the 21st December, ^001 ' 

S.O. 3305.—.Whereas by the notification of the GevemmM of India in the Ministry^ of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 1428, 1429 dated 14*^ June, 2004 issued imder sob 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines ( Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land ) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein after referred to as the said Act) the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of In tl^ lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of Crude Oil from Viramgarn to Koyli in the State of Gujarat, a pipeline 
should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limits for impletnenting the Augmentation of 
Viramgarn - Koyli Section of Salaya-Mathura Pipeline System; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public on 
2(V08/2004; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section of 6 of the said 
Act has submined his report to the Central Oovemnumt; 

And whereas, the Centra! Government, after considering ihe said r^ort is satisfied thait (he 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this NotifiCatkm should be 
acquired; 

Now, therelbre, in exercise of the powers conferred by siib^i^tidri (I ) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government herein declares that the right of user in the lands specifted 
in the schedule appended to this notification area hereby inquired; 

And further, in the exercise of the powers conferred by sub-scction (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land shall 
instead of vesting in the Centra! Government, vest from the date of publication of this 
declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all encumbrances. 



















Amball 245 

' ^-•' ^'- ■ ^^"•■•'•V 136 

148 

353 

Asodar ^ , 79 ; 

1086 

1007 

1080 

1079 

BhetaalTalpad 


2 

0 

-03 

60 

2:,,, 

0 

01 

49 


0 

05 

83 

3r:::e 

0 

:wm: /'■ 

58 


Q 


66 


0 

k 

63 

. . . 

.•'■■'■"^-. - -'0-- 

-'IS™- - 

“"68 


0 

20 

89 


0 

22 

19 

^vv7x; 

0 

06 

57 







KlilMAR/ under Secy. 





1^ 14 ^. 2004trti isrfMl M ij^#0; 

3ifVr^, 1962 (1962 ^ 50) % wir 3 %%^ (\)^ 


S5inr-^ 

a ^ ^1 MfagH wwn?=T “RiOTiN 


aft mo Oaftawo {1)%3 rw«i ifwiinf^aoO 

il ■..> ; c m7;m.:| mJ: lo :.M:-i':>X7 ax . -v,-! 

%^itnaRmtt af^ ^rt f»r 

^ ^oFf 3?^^ 4 Wi!^ alf^V 

^ / ^ aNN 

ardt ^ dtam anRlt t fm siffenjsRi ^;at5pa aa^[^ 41a%?aj %a ao ai^iit 

3!#T^f aiai t i 

aasTR 3 ^^ Oaftaqmo (4) am to 7rf%4l aa a#T 

ar^f^aal^ %t 

aaia^rcft fa^ra) aocii^arT 3i(f^ «t)T^«i'i fif^d i^i i 
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WMT 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 I 6 


4l4'Ji 

46? 


0 

05 

83 


660 


0 

02 

22 

■ilst 

968 


0 

02 

01 


562 

1/3C 

0 

01 

46 


[m E. '3TR-25011/4/2002-3it.3IR-l] 

New Delhi, the 2tst December, 2004 

S.O. 3306.—jjy notification of the Government of India in the Ministiy of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 1431, 1432 dated 14*^ June, 2004 issued under sub 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines ( Acquisition of Right of 
User in I.and ) Act« 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein after referred to as the said Act) the Centra) 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of Crude Oil from Viramgam to Koyli in the State of Gujarat a pipeline 
should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the Augmentation of 
Viramgam - Koyli Section of Salaya-Mathura Pipeline System; 

And. whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public on 
23/08/2004; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-scetion (1) of section of 6 of the said 
Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is satisfied that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this Notification should be 
acquired; 

Now, therefore in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to this notification area hereby acquired; 

And further, in the exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land shall 
insteucl of vesting In the Central Clovemment, vest from the date of publication of this 
declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluka : MEHMEDABAD 


District: KHEDA 


state: 

GUJARAT 




Area 1 

Name of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq. Mtr. 

1 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Bidaj 

467 


0 

05 

83 


660 


0 

02 

22 

Kheda 

968 


0 

02 

01 

Khumarvad 

562 

1/3C 

0 

01 

46 


[No. R-25011/4/2002-O.R.-I] 
RENUKA KUMAR, Under Secy. 


212004 

3307.—W>TT% ^ 311. 1433 

14^. 2004?ra 3^k-ofTST ^f^Tcirp ^ ^ 3i^) 

1962 (1962^ 50)^™ 3 ^ 3Wra (1) % «4»iri!id ^ laieimi- 

U^IHI ^ ^&^P?PT ^ ^t^=r mR< 4I'*HI 3TqR«f»?1 ^ 

^ I mR4$H ^ 1^ RkHOIH ^ r!^ Mi9H<ni§H ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ njR? ■3M'4P1 % 31 Ri^ ^ 31^ ^ 3n^ aiRfR ^ 

I 

3ii^ "3^ ^ ^sr^t ^ f^^rrar 23/08/2004 ^ ^ ^ Tr| «ft i 


3|R'3^ 3?PiRpr ^ to 6^'3wni (l)%3RiR«ii "4 
31^ Mz ^ ^ t j 

alk, ^ Mz m ^ ^ ^TTOR ■^TOT 11^ 

3lfVT^TO ^ 31^^ ii ijRl if :3q%T ^ 3lf^^ ^Rl i 



3T(T.. 31W, “^SRI 3lRlfWT^TO 6 ^‘SRTO (1) TO TRRl VlRb41 ^ TPlR 

l^rTO TOft t fv ^ 3iftr^5^ 3T3^ i[ Wif^ i<jpT % 

sr^Htroi ti 


^3?It aifilRpHT^TO 6^'3^TO (4) TO IRRI !flRb'4l ^ 

^ ^ il ^ 

tPIR'^ 41 [qrtnM4r it 11^ ^nS4^ 3rf*l^ ^ThR^ti'I RiFh^^'^ i 

nA 


3684 GI/04—33 
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_ _ __ ___—, 




*0^ : 1 


^ 4TW 





-T- 

-2“ 

3 ■■■■" 

4 

CD 

lO 


6 


0 

08 09 


3m-25011/4/2001~arft.3flR-l] 

New Delhi, the 21st December, 2004 

S.O. 3307.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 1433 dated 14*^ June, 2004 issued under sub 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines ( Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land ) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (herein after referred to as the said Act) the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of Crude Oil from Viramgam to Koyli in the State of Gujarat, a pipeline 
should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the Augmentation of 
Viramgam - Koyli Section of Salaya-Mathura Pipeline System; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public on 
23/08/2004; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section of 6 of the said 
Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is satisfied that the 
right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this Notification should be 
acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that ftic right of user in the lands specified 
in the schedule appended to this notification area hereby acquired; 

And ftirther, in the exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said land shall 
instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the date of publication of this 
declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all encumbrances. 
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SCHEDULE 

Taluka : MATAR 


Diatrict: KHEDA 


State; 

GUdARAT 




Area i 

Name of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Hsetirs 

■B3 

■EUS 

1 

2 

3 

. A ■ 

-V s 

1 6_J 

Haijrabad 

6 


0 

08 

09 


[No. R-25011/4/2001-O.R.-I1 
R5NUKA KUMAR. Under S«cy, 

^ 22 2004 


^,OT,3308.-%^^ ^ ^ ^7f srmw ^ 

iiHra^TT 'TTTHi ^ »TPR sm ( 5 ^ ) ^Twm ^ gQ^ i » ii f^raicn cfsrr 

^ ^ ^jcWf % qft q8>i % ^rmr 

chmT^iiM ferf^rt^ ITO ^ RwiV MI^Mdl^H VfTT^ 

3)^ ^ ^ % H^jIvU % ^TF STIoy^cb JI^ 

^ ^ ’jPr ^ ^ ^f5m t, ■fH'H*!’ ^Tf) 

^TT^ cm JRrlR t, viMi^Vl % 3Tflra>R ^ ST^ filRn 

STrT: 3r?r, i-iflil ■H'^chK, 3ll7 ^sTpRT («JPT ^ % SrftraJR 

cm 3r^) 3rfSiPiiiH 1962 (1962 gji 50), ^ gm 3 ^ ^ to ri (1) 5RT jt^tt 

jm ;ra^ cp^ fq, ^ ’jf^ ^ % arfirajR cm cmr^ ^ artr^ 

3TRra cfft zftw t; 

cfi^ oIf%j, ^ ^ 3rW*^ ^ ^ 1%R3I5 t, ?11^ ^ Ri-mch) fH 

3rfSRJSr% ^ ^ *IRcT % TRmR qf) Jff^ WSJRR ^JHcn ^ ^qR5I ^fRT ^ micft 
f, % «ftcR ’jPT % ^ flremj vTT^ % ^ ^ 

3rf?rarR ^ 31^ % W5«T ^ jnfSranft, 

qifqcll'^H f^RcTR qR'llWMI, *rR^ ^5)feRPT ctiKMl^iJM feTftt^, XPT. ^,-7, iTFT*^ 

W, il^^TFR Wf, - 456010 (JRqnt^) ^ f^feld ^ 3TT^ ^T 
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HPT ?R HT»T 



1 

2 

3 

4 

■m 


208 

0.2106 


261 

0.2569 


299 

0.2148 

5. 


432 

0.0450 


427 

0.0050 


428 

0.2358 


421 (3110 

0.0216 


420 

0.4140 


419 

0.1983 

' 

401 

0.0096 


404 

0.4788 


378 

0.1710 


376 

0.0540 


367,433 

0.0990 


429 

0.2280 


400 

0.0009 


409 

0.0072 

6. 

w^cni 

735 

0.0900 


756 

0.1115 


764 

0.2987 


753 

0.1392 


743 (3110 >rR^) 

0.0630 


737 

0.1894 


738 

0.4021 


739 

0.5760 


731 

0.6974 


710 

0.5130 


711 

0.1350 


712 

0.0050 


713 

0.2700 


714 

0.1620 


716 

0.3780 


717 

0.3060 


702 (3110 7n?n) 

0.0270 


701 

0.0396 


693 

0.3622 


695 

0.4080 


680 

0.2610 


681 

0.0450 


682 

0.1080 


679 

0.2929 


675 (3110 TmH) 

0.0108 


674 

0.2160 
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90 

vi *i 9T *11*1 



1 

2 

3 

4 

8. 

5(iR«r pntt..) 

67 

0.4140 


56 (?n0 TRcTT) 

0.0540 


51 

0.3060 


52 

0.2970 


24, 26, 26 

0.6570 


11 

0.3780 


12 

0.0540 


58 

0.0078 

9. 


119 

0.1080 


60 

0.4699 


61 

0.0100 


62 

0.3708 


112 

0.0927 


111 

0.1422 


110 

0.0720 


109 

0.0216 


108 

0.0864 


106 (fTlD 

0.0144 


104 

0.2116 


101 

0.2936 ,, 


266 

0.1620 


100 

0.0864 


99 

0.1292 


97 

0.1008 


94 (ino ^tm) 

0.0270 


92 

0.0270 


166 

0.6400 


89 

0.0270 


90 

0.2227 


167 (fllO '<[wi) 

^ k 6.0270 


173 

0,1014 


169 

0.2*070 


170 

0.1080 


173/272 

0.1080 


172 

0.1440 


86 

0.0180 » 


162 

0.0093 


96 

0.0241 

10. 


602 

0.0296 


601 

0,1710 


600 

0.0810 


496 

0,0720 


376 

0.0360 
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wo 




1 

2 


4 


10. f^..) 499 00480 

485 0.0764 


3TR'31015/62/2004-3Rt,3m-ll] 
37^ <-iF=jq 


New Delhi, the 22nd December. 2004 


s. o. 3308 .—-Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary 
in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum products from 
Manglya (Indore) terminal in the State of Madhya Pradesh, an extension 
pipeline to Piyala in the State of Haryana and Bijwasan in the NCT of Delhi 
should be laid by Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited; 

And whereas it appears to the Central Government that for the purpose ot 
laying such pipeline^ it is necessary to acquire the right of user in land under 
which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid and which is described in the 
Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land described in the said Schedule may within 
twenty one days from the date on which copies of the Gazette of India 
containing this notification are made available to the public; object in writing to 
the acquisition of the right of user therein for laying of the pipeline under the 
land to Shri V.P. Pathak, Competent Authority, Mumbai-Manglya Pipeline 
extension Project, Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited, MB-7, Mahashweta 
Nagar, Mahendra Bhatnagar Road, Ujjain-456010 (Madhya Pradesh) 


[MPTn—Tisrj^3(ii)3 


R;^<25, 2004/^4,1926 


^ , M ^1'j ^ 


TEH8H.: SANWER DUBWCT; INDORE STATE: MADHYA PRADESH 

8.nq. |nameofvillaoe wrvey h^ area in hectare 

“T-2 » ^ 


1. MAHGLYA 

10 

0.1206 


1 

0.0756 

2. GARI PIPUYA' 

250 

0.2500 


240 

0.2604 


247 

0.1044 


246 

0.1168 


240 

6.1026 


240 

0.3D60 


242 

0.3005 


241 

0.2574 


220 

0.0504 


200 

0.0481 


248 (G. Road) 

0.0216 


2X 

0.0610 

3. RAMA RPUYA 

286 

0.1044 


200 

201 

0.0870 
^ 0.5382 


202 

0.1800 


203 

0.1750 


281 

0.3060 


280 

0.0267 


274 

0.0216 


263 

0.6120 


262 

0.1404 


200 

0.3365 


250 

0.1548 

m 

247 

0.1048 


232 

0.0450 


273 (G. Read) 

0.0318 


222 

0.0360 

4. KHAKROO 

200 (G. Road) 

0.0450 


260 

0.3000 


265 

0.5847 


270 

0.0000 


276 (G. Road) 

0.0180 


272 

0.1602 


273 

0.1566 


274 

0.2340 


280 

0.3834 


300 (G. Road) 

0.0864 


305 

0.3042 


304 

0.3468 


203 

0.0540 


208 

0.2106 


261 

0.2560 


200 

0.2148 


3684 G1/04—34 
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S.NO. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5. 

Tool 

432 

0.0450 


427 

0.0050 


428 

0.2358 


421 (a Road) 

0.0216 


420 

0.4140 


419 

0.1983 


401 

0.0096 


404 

0.4788 


378 

^ 0.1710 


375 

0.0540 


367,433 

0.0990 


429 

0.2280 


400 

0.0009 


-409 

0.0072 

6. 

BARLAI JAGIR 

735 

0.0900 


755 

0.1115 


754 

0.2987 


753 

0.1392 


743 (G. Road) 

0.0630 


737 

0.1894 


738 

0.4021 


739 

0.5780 


731 

0.6974 


710 

0.5130 


711 

0.1350 


712 

0.0050 


713 

0.2700 


714 

0.1620 


716 

0.3780 


717 

0.3060 


702 (a Road) 

0.0270 


701 

0.0396 


693 

0.3622 


695 

0.4080 


680 

0.2610 

m 


681 

0.0450 


682 

0.1080„ 


679 

0.2929 


675 (G. Road) 

0.0108 


674 

0.2160 


665 

0.3834 


78 

0.4757 


70 (CwtTrak) 

0.0450 


69 

0.2265 


68 

0.0108 


65 

0.0445 


68 

0.1191 


12 

0.2700 


14 

0.1980 


15 

0.2948 


20 

0.2520 


22 (G. Road) 

0.0450 


31 

0.5762 


28 

00687 


. S88 

0.0098 
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8.NO. 

NAME OP ULLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREAIR NECTAR 

1 

2 

3 

4 

7. 

PUWARDADAI 

175 

• 0.0540 


125 

0.5310 


133 

0.0360 


124 

0.2880^ 


135 

0.2484 


139 

0.1152 


141 (G. Road) 

0.0108 


142 (G. Road) 

0.0270 


85 (G. Road) 

0.0090 


144/669 

0-2520 


144 

0.1890 


145 

0.1260 


85 

0.0720 


146 

0.0990 


66 

0.0630 


64 

0.3960 


60 

0.0900 


59. (G. Drain) 

0.0180 

> 

25 

0.0450 


24 



13 

0.0180 


106 

0.0065 


51 

o.om 


22 

0.0035 


23 

0.0100 

8. 

PUWARDAHAPPA 

69 

0.0380 


76 

0.4050 


81 

0.3600 


57 

0.4140 


56 (G. Road) 

0.0540 


51 

0.3060 


52 

0.2970 


24, 25.26 

0.6570 


11 

0.3780 


12 

0.0940 


56 

0.0078 

9. 

MACHHUKHEDI 

.119 

0.1 ort 


50 

0.4699 


51 

0.0100 


52 

0.3708 


112 

0.0927 


111 

0.1422 


110 

0.0720 


109 

0.0216 


108 

0.0864 


105 (G. Road) 

0.0144 
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S.No. 

NAME OF VILLAGE 

SURVEY NO. 

AREA IN HECTARE 

1 

2 .... 1 

3 

4 

9. 

MACHHUKHEDt 

104 

0.2115 

(Contd.) 

101 

0.2935 


266 

0.1620 


100 

0.0864 


99 

0.1292 


97 

0.1008 


94 (G. Road) 

0.0270 


92 ' 

0.0270 


166 

0.5400 


89 

0.0270 


90 

0.2227 


167 (G. Road) - 

0.0270 


173 

0.1014 


169 

0.2070 


170 

0.1060 


173/272 

0.1080** 


172 

0.1440 


86 

0.0180 


162 

0.0093 


96 

0.0241 

10. 

MAKODIYA 

502 

0.0296 


501 

0.1710 


500 

0.0810 


495 

0.0720 


376 

0.0360 


499 

0.0480 


485 

0.0764 


(No. R-31015/62/2004-O.R.-1I] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 

M 23 2004 

■SFT. OT. 3309 .—^r^rteRPT sftR ^ 

^ 3T^) srfSrPRR, 1962 (1962 cf5T 50) ^ eiRT 2 % ^ (^) % srg^RUT 4, 

^ Pr46^ % ^ ^g^ffcT "Jn^, ^iftcpfr, xj^.^.ary. (Hvji4>^iq^), ^Tv3[qT4t 

f^Wfi 'H'JchK cf>Rjw % 11 

[-^.u 3m-31015/6/2004-3^.37R-II ] 

^HR, 3T^ 


New Delhi, the 23rd December, 2004 

s. o. 3309 .— In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government hereby authorizes Shri Sushil Yadav, DANICS, S.D.O. (Nazafgarh), 
Government of NCT of Delhi, to perform the functions of the competent authority for 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited’s Mundra-Delhi Petroleum Products 
Pipeline, in addition to his own duties, under the said Act, within the territory of NCT 
of Delhi. 


[No. R-31015/6/2004-O.R.-II] 
HARISH KUMAR, Under Secy. 
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?nT 

^ 29 2004 

w. 3 ir. 3310 (qqn; grfirf^w, 1947 (1947 

^14)^«IRn7 

3raW5r %'?T^ (4^141'^* 3^K <=r>4'T»>^l % 

Mjjft 3?i^Pr'D oir«4«nW5m 

>^ |zn g r q , % %I2 ^51^ 16/2004) ^ "a^TtW 

wt t, ^ 29-11-2004 ^ HM 13?T ?in 

[UT^cT.-12011/202/2003-'a4T^.3TR. (^-II)] 

■?fto iPTT^ROI, 31^ 

MINISTRY OFLABOUR 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S,0. 3310 .—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dilute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
(jovemment hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 16/ 
2004) of the Central Government Indmtrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Jaipur, as shown in the A^exure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the managpihOTt of UCO Bank 
and their workman, received by the Central Government 
on 29-11-2004. ^ 

[No. L-12011/202/2003-IR (B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAk, Under Secy. 
ANNiXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAl^ 
TRIBIINAI^ CUM- LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

CaseNo. CGIT-l6/2eW. 

Reference No. L-12011/202/2003-IR(B-II) 

Sh. Ramavatar Jawa, 

S/o Sh. Basantaram Jawa, 

(Through UCO Bank St^ Association), 

Plot No. 176, Gautam Nagar, 

TonkRoad, 

Jaipur .Applicant 

Versus 

1. The Assistant General Manager, 

UCO Bank, 

Arcade International, 2nd Floor, 

Ajmer Road, 

Jaipur 

2 The Branch Manager, 

UCO Bank, 

Tonk Road, 

Jaipur. .Non-applicants 

PRESENT: 

SH R.C SHARMA, Presiding Officer; 


For the applicant ■ Nrmc. 

For the non-applicants : Sh. Surendra Singh. 

Date of award: ^5-11-2004 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government in exerdse of the powers 

referred under Clause D of sub-section 1 and 2(A) to 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (for short 
'the Act’) has referred the following industrial dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudic^on, which runs as under:— 

"Whether action of the management of UCO Baidc, 
Jaipur for not giving permanent status to Shri 
Ramavatar Jawa as part-time Sweeper in 1/3 pay of 
regular scale after 13 years of service is justified? If 
not, what relief the claimant is entitled to and from 
which date?" 

2. The applicant-union has submitted the statemeto 
of claim to this effect that Sh. Ramavatar Jawa is its member 
who is working as a Cleaner in the branch of the non¬ 
applicant bank since, 1990, that at the time of his 
employment he was given wages @ Rs. 200/- per month, 
which was'raised to Rs. 440/- w.e.f 1998. It is further stated 
that the bank is not giving him the wages as per the Sha^ 
Award and the workman has submitted his representation 
before the Divisional Manager, Jaipur that as per his 
seniority he has not been given wages equal to one-half 
or one-third of the regular pay scale whereas his junior 
employees are getting this benefit. He has submitted the 
various representations to the bank authorities but the 
oral assurances made to him wme not carried out and he 
has not been paid the wages equivalent to one-third of 
the regular pay-scale. The Union has, therefore, urged 
that the workman should be given wages equal to one- 
third of the regular pay-scale w.e.f 1990 along with 18per 
cent interest thereupon. 

3. Resisting the claim of the workman, the non¬ 
applicants in their written counter have stated that the 
workman Sh. Ramavatar Jawa was orally employed by the 
bank as a part-time Sweeper and likewise the workman, 
several employees have not been given the wages equal 
to one-third of the regular pay-scale. It is further stated 
that such benefit is provided on the basis of seniority and 
the workman does not possess the necessary 
qualification as per the banking rules. 

4. On the pleadings of the parties, the following 
points for determination were framed:— 

L Whether the workman Shri Ramavatar Jawa is 
working continuously as Cleaner under the 
employment of the non-applicant bank w.e.f. 
1990? 

n. Whether the non-applicant bank has exercised 
unfair labour practice in not awarding the due 
benefits and status to the workman? 
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in. Whether the workman is entitled to permanent 
status as part-time sweeper in 1/3 rd pay of regular 
scale? 


5. On two consecutive dates i.e. on 18-10-2004 and 
5-11-2004, none appeared on behalf of the appHcation- 
union. It appears that the union is not interested in 
contesting the dispute further and parties have arrived at 
some sort of settlement. Accordingly, a "No Dispute 
Award" is passed in this matter. 

6. Let a copy of the award may be sent to the Central 
Government for publication under Section 17(1) of the Act 

R.C. SHARMA, Presiding OfiQcer 
M 29 2004 

3311 1947 (1947 

^14)^«1RI17 % ^<cbK % 

wn 577/2001) ^ 

t, ^ ^ 29-11 -2004 ^ ^in?T^aTT qi I 

[^.•q^.-120l2/247/1998-3n^.3TR. (^-II)] 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3311.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 577/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Chennai, as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Indian 
Bank and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 29-11 -2004. 

[No. L-12012/247/1998-IR(B-II)} 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL-TRIBUNAI^ CUM- LABOURCOURT, 
CHENNAI 

Friday, the 20th August, 2004 

PRESENT: 

K, JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 577/2001 

(in the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Indian Bank and their workmen) 


BETWEEN: 

The General Secretary, ; I Party/Oaimant 

Indian Bank Employees Association, 

Cbeiuiai. 

AND 

The General Manager, : B Party/Management 

bidianBank,Z.O., Chennai 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Claimant : M/s. D. Haripaianthaman. 

VAJoy Khow, Advocates 
For the Management : U/s. Aiyar & Delia & 

N-Knlmakinnar, 

Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Oder No. L-12012/247/9«-IR(B-II) dated 11-4-2001 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication :•— 

“Whether it is a foct that the di^pitant Smt. Sukanya 
ha sbeaiei ^ a g e d asa TenqKMraty part-time sweeper 
by the man^nfent of Indian Baidc fiom the year 
1992 and foom 1st July, 1996 continuous^ and 
without any break? Whether the claim of the union 
for r^ularisatHWi of Smt Sukanya in bank’s services 
is justified and leasomfole? If so, what relief is the 
disputant concerned entitled to?” 

2 . Alter the receipt ^the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D. No. 577/2001 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and b(^ the parties ent^ed a^iearance 
through their advocates and filed their Claim Statement 
and Counter Statement respective^. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner Association in 
the Claim Statement are briefly as follows:— 

The Petitimer espouses the cause of the concerned 
woriunanSmt Sukanya who was eng aged ar Thininw gyiir 
brandi of Respondent/Bank as part-time sweqim* on leave 
v{K:ancy fimn 1992 onwards. She has been (xmtinuously 
from 1 -7-96 as part-time sweeper as her mother 
working as perrnanem psm-time sweeper retired on 30-6- 
96 She has also wortced for 77 days in first 6 months of 
19% in the leave vacancy. As per Chapter 10 clause 20.8 
of Bipartite Settlement dated 19-10-66 the Petitioner can 
emi^oy temporary part-time sweqierin permaiKiit vacancy 
for a period of three months only. The implication c^the 
settlement is that the bank is not expected tp engage 
temporary employee in a pennanent vacancy ftw mom than 
tinree months. But, in this case, the n Party/Management 
ei^aged the concerned employee continuously for years 
together. As per clause I ofscttlement dated 24-7-93 the II 
Party/Management should go for recruitment of part-time 
sweeper in the vacancy to be caused due to retirement at 
least six months in advance to the date of retirement of 
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permanent part-time sweqKr and the recruited person 
should join immediately after tl^ retirement. But, in this 
case, only during Januaiy and February, 1997 the 11 Party/ 
Management initiated steps to recruit new persons ^ 
conducting interview to fill up the permanent vacancy for 
the post of part-time sweeper in Thiruninravur branc^. 
Though clause 20.12 under Chapter XX of industry lei^ 
Bipartite Settlement the tempor^ employee should be 
given preference in the matter of filling up of permanent 
vacancy, the concerned woiiunan was not even called for 
interview. The I Party Union has made several 
representations to II Party/Management but the 
Respondent has not considered their request As the II 
Party/^fonagement made attempts to fill up the vacancy 
to the post of sweeper at Thiruninravur branch after the 
fiulureofconciliatiottSmt.SugariyafiledaW.P.No. 15711/ 

98 for direction to the 11 Party/Management not to 
terminate her service until the industrial dispute relating 
to her regularisation was adjudicated. The High Court 
granted interim injunction restraining the 11 Party/ 
Management from discontinuing her service during the 
pendency of the writ petition. But, the Government of India 
issuede an order dated 14-5-99 declining to refer the 
dispute regarding regularisation of Smt. Suganya for 
adjudication. Again the ccmcemed workman filed another 
W.P. No. 14743/99 se^ng to quash the order dated 14-5- 

99 of Government of India and for a direction to refer the 
matter for adjudication. The High Court by an order dated 
30-1 -01 quashed the order dmed 14-5-99 of Government of 
India and directed the Govt, to refer the matter for 
adjudication. Since the workman concerned has been 
employed for more than 3 months in a permanent vacancy 
at Thimninravur branch ki contravention of clause 20.8. 
of Bipartite Settlement dated 19-10-66 the II Party/ 
Management ought to have regularised her service. Since 
the n Party/Management has not taken any steps six 
months before the date of retirement as per settlement 
dated 28-7-93 and when the concerned workman was 
continuously emplc^ed, the 11 Party/Management ought 
to have regularised the service of the concerned workman. 
In terms of clause 20.12 of Bipartite Settlement dated 19- 
10-66II Party/Management ought to have regularised the 
services of the concerned workman and the concerned 
enq>loyee had conq)let6d more than 240 dsys of continuous 
service and she continues to work till date, the concerned 
workman is entitled to regularisation as per clause 20.12 of 
settlement. Therefore, II Party/Management in not 
regularising the services of Suganya as permanent part- 
time sweeper at Thiruniiuavur branch is illegal, arbitrary 
and unjust. Hence, for all these reasons the Petitioner 
Association prays that an award may be passed directing 
the Respondent/Management to regularise the services 
of the concerned woficman with effect from the date on 
which she completed 240 days of service with all 
consequential benefits. 

4. As against this, the Respondent/Managem^t 


in its Counter Statement contended that no doubt, it is 
true that during the absence of Smt. Rajammal, Mother of 
the concerned worionan the said Smt. Suganya would have 
worked on casual basis occasionally prior to 30-6-96. It is 
false to allege that she was employed as temporary 
empk^ee from 1992 onwards. The concerned employee 
was workmg in the branch on casual basis prior to 30-6-96 
i.e. after the r^irement of Smt. Rajammal, due to fortuitous 
circumstances. Since the concerned eiiq>loyee was working 
as casual prior to 30-6-96 that does not mean that she was 
engaged continuously for the reason that there was a 
permanent part-time sweeper at the branch, who was none 
other than her own mother, therefore, there is no scope to 
invoke either clause 20.8 or 20.12 of Bipartite Settlement. 
No doubt, as per settlement dated 1-9-93 in the case of 
retiiement/promotion re-designation of part-time sweeper, 
the branch office concerned should take up the matter at 
least six months in advance of the date of retirement, of 
concerned part-time sweeper with the Employment 
Exchange. The process of selection should be 
expeditiously completed and ensure that the selected 
candidate is appointed in time so that he can take over on 
retirement of existing permanent part-time sweeper. This 
clause (i) must be read with clauses 1 and 2 of settlement 
and not separately Smt. Rajammal, Mother of Suganya at 
the time of retirement was in Y 2 scale wages as permanent 
part-time sweeper. As per settlement dated 28-7-93 in order 
to give an opportunity to all permanent part-time sweepers 
working in lower scale wages a circular dated 4-6-96 was 
issued by Respondent/Bank Zonal Office. The 
Respondent/Bank did not go to Employment Exchange 
because it felt that in service part-time sweepers who are 
eligible as per settlement, who would opt for working in 
Thiruninravur branch on higher scale of pay. By way of 
cautial, the Respondent/Bank also requested the 
Employment Exchange, Thinivallur to provide list of 
candidates who can be considered for utilising as casual 
sweepers in case the circular does not evoke any response. 
The Employment Exchange has sent names of persons in 
the prescribed format. Since the circular dated 4-6-96 did 
not evoke any response, the Respondent/Bank issued 
another circular dated 17-7-96 to all branches. Even after 
the no application \ras forthcoming and consequently 
during this interim period, the Respondent/Bank was 
constrained to engage the Petitioner on casual basis as an 
ad-hoc measure. Pursuant to the bank approaching the 
Employment Exchange, an interview was conducted of 
the persons sponsored by Employment Exchange and a 
candidate was provisionally selected to be utilised to 
perform the services of sweeper on casual basis. Therefore, 
the Petitioner Union cannot take advantage of the position 
that happened to be engaged after 30?6-96, when the bank 
was taking steps to implement the terms of settlement 
da^fed)23-7-93 entered into wi^t thi) lecognised union and 
also tl^pendenr^ of conciliatfeipl proceedings to alllege 
that the concerned employese waa continuously Worked 
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and therefore, she is entitled to be regularised. The 
concerned employee was never engaged as temporary 
workman under clause 20,8 of Bipartite Settlement nor 
could she take shelter under clause 20.12 of Bipartite 
Settlement. Being a casual employee and her name was 
not sponsored by Employment Exchange, considering her 
case for appointment as part-time sweeper does not arise 
at all. Further, before the failure report being received by 
the Ministry of Labour, Government of India on 9-10-98 
Mrs Suganya moved the High Court and obtained an 
interim order. It is not correct to say that Mrs. Suganya 
was employed in the bank at any point of time. She was 
engaged on some days, when her Mother was on leave 
prior to her date of retirement on 30-6-96 and she was not 
an employee of the bank attracting provisions of Bipartite 
Settlement. The Respondent/Bank is a Government of 
India undertaking and is bound by guidelines and policy 
decisions issued by Government of India from time to time. 
Even in the Supreme Court judgements, it is clearly held 
that perons appointed through back door entry cannot 
claim permanency in service. Hence, for all these reasons, 
the Respondent prays that the claim may be dismissed 
with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the point for my 
determination is — 

(0 “Whether it is a fact that the concerned 
employee Smt. Suganya has been engaged as 
temporary part-time sweeper by the 
Respondent/Management from the year 1992 
and from 1st July, 1996 continuously without 
any break?” 

(ii) “Whether the claim of the I party Union for 
regularisation of Smt. Suganya in the 
Respondent/Bank service is justified and 
reasonable?” 

(iii) “To what relief the concerned emlpoyee is 
entitled?” 

Point Nos. 1 & 2 :— 

6. The contention of the Petitioner Union in this 
case is that concerned employee namely Mrs. Suganya 
was engaged in Thiruninravur branch of the Respondent/ 
Bank as part-time sweeper on leave vacancy from the year 
1992 onwards and she has been continuously employed 
from 1-7-96 as part-time sweeper as her Mother was working 
as permanent part-time sweeper and retiied on 30-6-% and 
since as per clause 20.8 Chapter XX of the Bipartite 
Settlement dated 19-10-66, the Respondent/Bank is not 
expected a temporary employee in a permanent vacancy 
of part-time sweeper for the more than three months and 
since Smt. Sugana was employed for years together, her 
service is to be regularised. 

7. But, as against this, the Respondent contended 
that the concerned employee Smt. Suganya was the 
daughter of regular permanent part-time sweeper 


Smt. Rajammal, wlw was working in Thiruninravur branch 
of the Respondent/Bank. During her Mother’s absence 
she would have worked on casual basis and she was never 
employed as a temporary employee and she has been 
working in the branch on casual basis due to fortuitous 
circumstances and therefore, there is no scope to invoke 
clause 20.8 or 20.12 of Bipartite Settlement. Further, it is 
contended that her contiuance as casual sweeper even 
after 30-6-96, after her mother’s retirement due to bank’s 
approach to the Emplolyment Exchange for appointment 
of sweeper on casual basis and due to the bank has. 
expecting in service of p«rt-time sweeper accepting to work 
as sweeper in Tiruninravur branch; secondly due to the 
bank’s approach, the labour authorities had initiated 
conciliation proceedings and on account of which she 
had to be continued on casual basis as sweeper as per the 
orders of Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) to 
maintain status quo; thirdly G^en after failure of conciliation 
proce^ings, the P^tioner Association (Stained interim 
orders from High Court on 19-9-98 from disengaging 
Mrs. SugaiQU, until the Government of India referring the 
dispute for adjudication. All the above fortuitous 
circumstances were prevented the Respondent/Bank from 
acting in accordance with the directives of Central 
Government and also in accordance with the judgement 
of Supreme Court. Therefore, the concerned employee 
canot be said that she was continuously employed as 
part-time sweeper from 1-7-96 for years together. 

8. To substantiate their contention, the Petitioner 
Association examined the concerned employee 
Smt. Suganya as WWl and also exmained one Mr. 
Krishnan, General Secretary of the I Party/A^ociation as 
WW2 and mariced Ex. W1 to W8 on their side. On the side 
of the Respondent/Manag^ent one Mr. D. Jayachandran, 
Manager in Respondent/Bank at ThiiuninraMfr branch was 
examined as MW 1 and on their side Ex. Ml t o M14 were 
marked. Out of these Ex. W1 is the xerox copy of the 
settlement dated 12-10-93 regarding absorption of 
temporary part-time sweepers as permanent part-time 
sweepers. Ex.\V2 are copies of representations dated 
25-01 -97 and 14-2-97 made by the I Party Union requesting 
the Respondent/Bank to absorb Smt. Suganya as 
permanent part-time sweeper. Ex. W3 is the copy of remarks 
filed by the Respondent^ank before the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Ex. W4 is the failure report 
submitted by Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central). 
Ex W5 is the copy of the school record sheet issued to 
concerned employee. Ex.W6 is the copy of registration 
certificate issu^ ^ District Employment Exchange to the 
concerned workman and Ex. W7 is the copy of the clause 
20.8 and 20.11 of the Bipartite Settlement dated 19-10-66. 
Ex. W8 is the copy of the Memorandun^pf Settlement 
dafed 6-2-92 under section 12(3) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act With regard to reinstatement of one Smt. Wliammal as 
part-time sweeper. On the side of the Respondent/ 
Management Ex.Ml is the order passed in W.P. Nos. 
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15711/98 and 14743/99 on the file (^gh Court of Madias, 
Ex. M2 is the Govonment of India directives to the financial 
institutions with regard to appointment of sweepers. Ex.NG 
is the circular issued by Respondent’s personnel 
department to the branch office with regard to norms for 
engagement of permanent part-time sweeper.£x.M4 and 
M5 are circulars as per career path policy. Ex.M5 is the 
copy of list of candidates sponsored by the Emplt^ent 
Exchange. Ex.M7 is the settlement between the 
Respondent/Bank and the workers union on 28*7-93. 
Ex. M8 to Ex.M 10 are the attendance roister in the name 
of Mrs. Rajammal for the year 1993. 1995 and 1996 
respectively. Ex.MU to M13 are copy of leave records 
pertaining to Smt Rajammal for the years 1993,1995 and 
1996 respectivdly. Ex. M14 is the copy of leave apfdication 
submitted by Mrs. Rajammal for 1993 to 1995. 

9. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended that 
since the concerned workman Smt. Suganya has been 
employed for more than three months in a permanent 
vacancy in Tilumndravur branch inamtraventUMi of clause 
20.8., copy of which is marked as Ex. W7 settlement dated 
19-10-66, the II Party/Management ought to have 
regularised her service. Clause 20.8 says "A temporary 
workman may also be appointed to fill a permanent 
vacancy provided that such temporary appointment shall 
not exceed a period of three months during which the 
bank shall make arrcmgementsfor filling up the vacancy 
permanently. " But, onbehalf of 2nd party it is amtend^ 
thus even though this agreement contemplates that 
temporary appointment shall not exceed a period of three 
months, it cannot be contended that the concerned 
employee should be regularised in permanent vacancy 
because it is only a direciton given to the bank to fill up 
regular vacancy within three months. But, on that ground 
no one can request the management to absorb the 
tempony woikman as a permanent vraikman. Sea)ndly, 
learned counsel for the Petitioner contended that when 
the Respondent/Bank failed to recruit a person for the 
permanent vacancy caused due to the retirement of Smt. 
R^'ammal at Tiiunindravur branch of the Re^ndent/Bank 
six months prior the date of her retirement as per settlement 
dated 28-7-93, a copy of which is marked as Ex. M7 and 
when the concerned workman was continuously eiiq)loyed 
the II Pait^/Management ought to have regularii^ the 
services of the concerned employee. The said settlement 
says in the case of retirement/promotion/re-designation 
of part-time sweeper, the branch/office concerned should 
take xxp the matter at least six months in advance of the 
date of retirement of the concerned part-time sweeper, 
with the Employment Exchange. The process of selection 
should be expeditiously completed and ensure that the 
selected candidate is appointed in time so that he can take 
over on r^irement of the existing part-time sweeper. Relying 
on this clause in settlement, the learned counsel for the 
Petitioner argued that the settlement is mandatoiy in nature 
and it is clearly stated that as per norms for a period not 


more than six months within which time, the bnuidi has to 
^roach the Employment Exchange and coiiq>lete the 
process of filling up of vacancy and in this case, the 
Respondent/Bank has not approached the Employment 
Exdiange six months prior to r et ir eme nt of Smt Rajammal 
and even after that till 1998, no steps have been taken by 
the Respondent/Bank and therefore, the temporary 
employee should be regularised in the post of part-time 
sweeper. 

10. But, here again, the learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that the mother of the concerned 
enq>loyee nam^ Smt Rajammal woiked as permanent 
part-time sweeper in the Respondent/Bank at 
Tirunindiavur branch retired on 30-6-%, but even prior to 
that date on 4-6-96, the bank has ^proached the 
Enqrioyment Exdiange and also called for af^l^icatioiis fitmi 
the part-time sweq}er working in lower scale of pay in the 
Chennai Regional and in fact, the Respondent/B^ has 
conducted an intmview with the Eirployment Exchange 
sponsored candidates and also selected one person for 
casual appointment. In the meantine, the I Party Union 
has raised the dispute with regard to concerned en^loyee 
before Assuaam Labour Commissioner (Central), Chennai 
and therefore, to maintain the status quo, the 
Respondent/Bank has not appointed the Employment 
Exchange candidates and subsequently on failure of 
conciliation before the labour authorities, the Petitioner 
Unkm approached the High Court for a stay and obtaimxl 
the same on 8-10-98 and thus, she was continuously 
engaged as a casual part time sweqier and therefore, on 
this ground she cannot claim any permanency or 
r^ularisation. 

11. Though, I find some force in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Respondent in violation of 
clause in settlement under Ex.M7, the Respondent/Bank 
has not approached the Employment Exchange six 
months prior to the retirement of the said Smt. Rajammal 
and further they have not finished the reaoitment within 
the date of her retirement i.e. before 30-6-96 and .they 
have not given any valid reason for not approaching the 
Eiiq)lpymentExchmge before six months of her retirement 
But, the main question in this case is whether on this 
ground alone, the temporary employee can ask for 
regularisation of services in the Respondent/ 
Management? 

12. Again, the learned aninsel for the Petitioner 
contended that as per Clause 20.12 under Ex. W7. "other 
things being equal, temporary workman (other than 
godown keeper) will be given ‘preference for filling 
permcment vacancies and if selected they may have to 
undergo probation " and therefore, since the concerned 
employee worked as temporary workman she should have 
been given preference for filling up the permanent vacancy 
of part-time sweeper in the Respondent/Bank branch. But, 
on the other hand, wthout caling for application from the 
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concerned employee, the Respondent/Bank has 
approached the Emplolyment Exchange and therefore, the 
Petitioner Union has raised the dispute before Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central), Chennai and under such 
circumstances, it cannot be said that only because of the 
stay, the concerned employee is continued to be worked 
as temporary employee in the Respondent/Bank. 

13. But, again the learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that at no stretch of imagination, 
the appointment of concerned employee be termed as 
temporary status, because no order of appointment was 
issued to her appointing as temporary part-time sweeper, 
on the other hand, she has worked all along only on casual 
or ad-hoc basis. Therefore, the engagement of the 
concerned employee subsequent to 30-6-96 cannot be 
termed as a temporary appointment. It is only appcxntment 
on casual basis and therefore, there is no scope to invoke 
cither clauses 20.8 and 20.12 of Bipartite Settlement. 

14. But, again the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that the concerned employee had completed 
more than 240 days of continuous service and she 
continued to work till date in permanent vacancy at 
Tirunindravur branch as part time sweeper and the said 
post is still vacant and it is not yet filled up. Therefore, the 
concerned workman is entitled to be regularised as per 
clause 20 .12 of the above said settlement. Further, it is the 
contention of the counsel for the Petitioner that while 
filling up the permanent vacancy for the post of Sweeper, 
they have made several settlements with the recognised 
union and also with the I Party Union and therefore, the II 
Party/Management cannot deny the same treatment to 
the workman concerned otherwise it will amount to 
discriminaton on that part and arbitrary and colourable 
exercise of power. For this, the learned counsel for the 
Petitoner relied on the settlement between the 
Respondent/Bank and the I Party Union regarding 
reinstatement of one Mrs. \hlliammal by the Respondent/ 
Bank as part-time sweeper, a copy of which is marked as 
Ex,W8 and also settlement regarding absorption of 
temporary part-time sweeper as permanent part-time 
sweeper, a copy of which is marked as Ex. W1. 

15. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that even in the said agreement, it 
has clerarly mentioned that union has agreed that proposal 
of management should not be quoted as precedent and 
therefore, this claim that II Party/Management has to 
regularise the concerned employee on this ground cannot 
be valid. 

16. Again, the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that for the post of sweeper, (he Employment 
Exchange Compulsory Notification Act is not applicable, 
therefore, without reference to sponsorship from 
Employment E,xchange, the concerned workman is entitled 
for rcgularisation in view of her long and continuous 
service more particularly in view of clause 20.12 under 


Chapter XX of Industry wise Settlement dated 19-10-66 
and he relied on nilings report 1991 Tamil Nadu Law Notes 
Journal Page 1 SECRETARY, SCHOOL COMMITTEE, 
TlLAKVTOYALAYAfflGHERSECXJNDARY SCHOOL Vs. 
DISTRICT EDUCAnONAL OITICER, TIRUNELVELI & 
ANOTHER,, wherein the Division Bench of the Modras 
High Court has held "En^hyment Exchange (Compulsory 
Notification of Vhcancies) Act, 1959 itself provides in 
Seaton 3 that the Act will not apply in relation to various 
vacancies including vacancies in any employment to do 
unskilled office work. Under section 2(2)(i)(7) it has 
been provided that unskilled office work would mean 
work done in an establishment amongst others by 
sweeper. Therefore, under the Employment Exchange 
(Compulsory Notification of Vacancies) Act, 1959 or 
1960 rules framed thereunder, neither the Act nor the 
rulesl nor even G.O. MS No. 1138 dated 26-9-78 authorise 
the Respondents to stop the grant in respect of salary of 
Mr Paramasivam on the ground as notified above and as 
such they held that the Act will not apply to such 
appointment. " He furtho* relied on an unreported case by 
the Division Bench of Madras High Court in A. 
ARUMUGAM Vs. REGISTRAR OF CO-PERATTVE 
SOCIETES AND ANOTHER, wherein the Division Bench 
of Madras High Court has held that “the Govt, order/ 
rguidelines to recruit a person through on Employment 
^chemge is ordinarily ^rectory and not mandatory and 
it has not been shown to us that appointment not through 
Employment Exchange is void or even voidable under 
any rules, regulations or provisions of the Act or is even 
mandatory. " and therefore, the learned counsel for the 
Petitioner contended that in this case, since the concerned 
employee was appointed only as a tenqrorary sweeper 
and this post d^s not require any sponsorship from 
En^rloyment Exchange and even otherwise, the concerned 
employee has registered her name in Employment 
Excharigeon 21-5-95, a copy of which is marked as W6. 

17. But, here again, the learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that the concerned employee was 
never a temporary workman unde clause 20.8 of Bipartite 
Settlement nor she could take shelter under clause 20.12 
of the Bipartite Settlement. Since the Respondent/Bank is 
ownedby Government of India in regard to policy matters, 
the Respondent/Bank is bound to act as per instructions, 
of Government of India and such as per the instructions, 
the engagement of temporary or casual sub-staff would 
be made only after obtaining list of eligible candidated 
from the Employment Exchange and the Respondent/Bank 
is therefore, bound to follow the procedure made in this 
regard and the candidates called for interview were those 
sponsored by Employment Exchange and since the name 
of Mrs. Suganya was not sponsored by the Employment 
Exchange, she was not called for interview and the 
allegation made by the Petitioner Union that she was not 
conadered for interview does not hold water. Further, mere 
possession of registration of name with Employment 
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Exchange without her name being sponsored is of no 
conse<luence and therefore* there is no point in the 
contention that she shouldbe legularised in service. Being 
a casual/ad-hoc employee and her name not sponsored 
by Employment Exchange considering her fiw appoiiitnient 
as part-time sweeper does not arise and in this ca%* the 
Respondent/Bank has taken all steps for tbs appointment 
of tenporary part-time sweqper on the retirement cf mother 
of concerned en^loyee and in tlK; meantime the Petitioner 

has raised the dispute and also before the failure rqxnt 
could be received from the Ministry of Labour, the 
concerned employee has moved to High Court obtained 
interim order of stay on 8-10-98 and therefore, at no stretch 
of imagination, it can be said that her service after l-10-% 
is continuous and she has been appointed by the 
Respondent/Bank continuously. Smt. Suganya was not 
employed by the bank at any point of time and her 
engagement was only an ad-h^ measure and therefore, 
she cannot claim any benefit under clause 20.8 of Bipartite 
Settlement. 

18. Again, the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that the concerned employee is in continuous 
employment from 1-7-96 and even though it is staled by 
the Respondent/Bank that they have taken steps, they 
have not taken any serious steps as per Bipartite Settlwncnt 
and they have not produced aity document to show that 
prior to six months of the date of retirement of Smt. 
Rajammal, they have taken steps. Even assuming for 
argument sake that they have taken steps. Even assuming 
for argument sake that they have taken steps, that steps 
have been taken only after 1996 i.e. long after the date of 
retirement of permanent part-time sweeper Smt. Rajammal. 
Though the Petitioner Union has raised the dispute before 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central) and also 
subsequently before High Court of Madras from the year 
1996 to 2004 till date, she is continuously in eiiqiloyment 
and on that ground, the concerned employee is entitled 
for regularisation in her employment. Further, the learned 
counsel for the Petitioner relied on the above cited 
unreported case of Madras High Court and argued that it 
is held in that matter “without expre^ng any opinion on 
this aspect, we arc the considered view that the appellant 
(workman) was allowed to woric almost eight years and 
there is no complaint against him and he has been 
discharging his functions efficiently to the satisfaction of 
his superiors and he was appointed by the conqictcnt 
authority and by this time, he has become over-aged to 
seek an alternative employment and his appointment was 
in accordance with law” and therefore, Diviaon Bench of 
the High Court allowed tlK tqrpeal filed by the workman 
and quashed the impugned order terminating the services 
of the workman. Further, the counsel for the Petitioner 
relied on judgement of Supreme Court reported in 20021 
LLJ 672 UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS Vs. K.P. 
TIWARI, wherein while considering the compassionate 
appointment, while he was ousted by the Department, the 


Supreme Court has held that “lY is unnecessary in this 
case to examine either question of law or fact arising in 
the matter Suffice to say that the Respondent has been 
appointed now and has been in service for more thanfve 
years. iVe do not think, it would be appropriate to distum 
that state of affairs by making any other order resulting 
in uprodtir^ the Respondent from his livelihood" znd 
accordingly, dismissed the appeal filedby the management 
Further, ibei learned counsel for tbs Petitioner relied on 
rulings r^Mited in 1986 1 LLJ 127 SRI H.D, SINGH Vs. 
RESERVE BANK OF INDIA AND OTHERS wherein the 
Siqireme Court has held that ""striking off the name of 
workman from the rolls by the employer amounts to 
termination of service and such termination is 
retrendtment within the meaning of Section 2(oo) of the 
Act and if such retrenchment is effected in violation of 
mandatory provisions of Section 25F, the termination 
would be invalid and employee i name has been strudt 
off from the list ofTikka inazdoor in violation of Sectiob 
2SF of the Act.** Retying ori this ^ision, the learrfod 
counsel for the Petitioner argued that the concerned 
enqrioyee is wearing as teanponuy sweeper even from the 
year 1992 and the Respond^t has not produced certain 
dociun^ts, wantonly her ^ in the 

Reqxmden^Bankfor nK^ Even after filing 

a petition to produce doCiftnents, the Respondem/Bank 
has buriced certain,documents, stating that they are npl 
avail^le with them. Therefore, in the absence of any 
records produced by the Respondent/Bank, the 
contention of the Petitioner that concerned enqrloyee had 
worked more than 240 days has to be accepted as true. 
Further, even after 1 -7-96 she has worked more than five 
years continuously and in such circumstances, as stated 
by the Apex Court and High Courts the long period should 
be considered and it would not be appropriate to disturb 
the state of afiairs by making any other order resulting in 
uprooting the Respondent from his livelihood. 

19. But, as against this, the learned counsel for the 
Respondent argued that the Supreme Court in the case 
reported in 1992 11LU 452 DELHI DEVELOPMENT 
HORTICULTURE EMPLOYEES’ UNION Vs. DELHI 
ADMINISTRATION, DELHI & ORS has held that ""apart 
from the fact that the Petitioner cannot be directed to be 
regularised for the reasons given above, we may take 
note of the pernicious consequences to which the direction 
for regularisation of workmen on the only ground that 
they have put in work for 240 or more days has been 
leading. It had become a common practice to ignore the 
Enq>loyment Exchange and the persons registered in the 
Employment Exchange and to employ or get employed 
directly those who are eighter not reigstered with the 
Employment Exchange or who though registered are 
lower in the long awaiting list in the employment register. 
Such employment is sought and given directly for various 

illegal considerations including money. . 

A good deal of illegal employment market has developed 
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resulting in a new source ofcorruption and frustration of W4 194)9*98 Xerox copy of the feilure report 

those who are waiting at the Employment Exchange for 

years. Not all those who gain such back door entry in the ” * 06-06-80 2&rox copy of the school record sheet 

employment are in need of the particular jobs. The issued to Mrs. Suganya 

public interests are thus, jeopardized on both counts. *' W6 21-09^95 Xerox copy of the registration 

RelyingonthismlingrenderedbytheSi^remeCouit,the certificate issued by District 

learned counsel for the Respondent argued that since the Employment Exchange to Smt 

concerned employee was not sponsored by the Suganya 

Employment Exchange and since her appointment is not 

lega*, she cannot claim any benefit only because she has ^ 19-10^ Xen»(iX^Qfdiedauses20.8 &20.12 


completed 240 days or 'more and under such 
circumstances, the claim is to be dismissed by this Tribunal. 

20. But, even though I find some force in the 
contention of the learned counsel for the Respondent, in 
this case, since the Employment Exchange (Compulsory 
Notification of Vacancies) Act is not applicable to the 
appintment of sweeper, further since the concerned 
employee is employed for more than five years. I find the 
status quo is to be continued. Under such circumstances. 
I find both these points in favour of the Petitioner. 

Point No. 3:— 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled? 

21. In view of my foregoing findings. I find this point 
is also to be answered in favour of the Petitioner Union. 
Therefore, I direct the Respondent/Management to 
regularise services of the concerned employee from the 
date of this Award. No Costs. 

22. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 20 th August, 2004.) 

K, JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
Witnesses Examined:— 

For the I PartyAVorkman : WWl Smt. Suganya 

: WW2 Sri K. Krishnan 

For the II Party/Management ; MWI Sri D. 

Jayaachandran 

Documents Marked:— 

For the I Party/Claimant: 

Ex. No. Date Description 

WI 12-10-93 Xerox copy of the settlement 

regarding absorption of Temporary 
part-time sweeper as permanent part- 
time sweepers 

W2 25-10-97 & Xerox copy of the letter from 

14-02-97 Petitioner Union to Respondent 
requesting to absorb concerned 
workman 

W3 02-06-97 Xerox copy of the remarks submitted 
by Respondent before Assistant 
Labour (Commissioner (Central) in the 
conciliation. 


of Bipartite Settlement 


W8 

064)2-92 

2&rox copy of the settlement between 
the bank and union Regarding 
leinstatetnentQfMrs. Vbllianunal 

For the II ^rty/Man^ement:— 

Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

Ml 

304)14)1 

Xerox copy ofthe order in W.R 15711/ 
98 & 14743/99 by High Court of 
Madras 

M2 

304)9-78' 

Xerox copy of the (jovemment of 
India directives 

M3 

264)3-83 

Xerox copy of the circular No. 40/83 
regarding norms for Engagement of 
part-time sweepers 

M4 

04-0696 

Xerox copy of the circular as per 
career path policy 

M5 

17-4)796 

Xerox copy of the circular as per 
career path policy 

M6 

15-0796 

Xerox copy of the list of candidates 
fiimished by Employment Exchange, 
Thiruvallur 

M7 

2»4)793 

Xerox copy of the settlement entered 
into with union 

M8 

1993 

Xerox copy of the attendance register 
in respect of Mrs. Rajammal 

M9 

1995 

Xerox copy of the attendance register 
in respect of Smt. Rajammal 

MIO 

Upto 

July,96 

Xerox copy of the attendance 
register in respect of Smt. Rajammal 

Mil ' 

1993 

Xerox copy of the leave records 
pertaining to Smt. Rajammal 

M12 

1995 

Xerox copy of the leave records 
pertaining to Smt. Rajammal 

M13 

1996 

Xerox copy of the leave records 
pertaining to Smt. Rajammal 

M14 

199395 

Xerox copy of the leave applications 
to Smt. Rajaimnal 
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m 3312 .—1947 (1947 
^14)^«rRri7 %a75?TTor'^, 

% y«(^a5i % PihI'ji*^ % 41'^, 

-4 ^M f r fg p 4f 3?lalPw 

•'^rrarm, (iM 96/2003) 

^ ««t)i(Vftl '=!5^41%, 29-11-2004 ■^'5ir?T 

iaTT«ni 

[17.1^^-44011/1/2003-371^3711 (^-II)] 
ift. ■»FTT«RHT, 37111 ■?rf% 
New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 
S.O. 3312. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 96/ 
2003) of the Ontial Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court,Chennai as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Tuticoiin 
Port Trust and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 29-11-2004. 

[No. L^l l/I/2003-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL-TRIBUNAI^CUM- LABOURCOURT, 
CHENNAI 

Friday, the 10th Sq)tember, 2004 

Present : K. JAYARAMAN, 
Preadlng Officer 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 96/2003 
(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Tuticorin Port Trust and their 
worionen) 

BETWEEN 

The President, : IParty/Claimant 

Tuticorin Port Mariner’s & 

General Staff Union, TutiCOTin. 

AND 

The Chairman : II Party/Management 

Tuticorin Pott Trust, Tuticorin. 

Appearance: 

For the Claimant ; M/s. P. K. Rajagopal & 

K. Santhakumari, Advocates . 

For the Management : M/s. G. Dhatnodaran & 
Sathiyavathi, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Oder No. L-44011/1/2003-IR (B-H) dated 26-05-2003 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication:— 


“Whether the claim of Tuticorin Port Mariner’s and 
General StaffUhion for counting of NMR service rendered 
by ShriM. Raja, Lineman from 1-8-1975 to 31-3 -1979 for 
the purpose of pensionary benefits is justified and legal? 
If not, what relief is the workman concerned entitled to T 

2. After the recent of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I D. No. 96/2003 and notices were issued to both the 
parties and both the parties entered appearance throu^ 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement re^ectively. 

3. The allegations in the Claim Statement filed by the 
Petitioner Union are briefly as follows:— 

The Petitioner Union espouses the cause of the 
concerned workman Sri M. Raja woriung as a lineman in 
the mechanical department of Tuticorin Port Trust. The 
concerned workman namely Mr. M. Raja rendered 
continuous service under the TutiCMin Port Trust as NN^ 
workman during the period between August, 1975 and 
March, 1979. It was followed by regular appointment in 
the post from April, 1979. The Govaument of India has 
taken a policy decision tmder Rule 14 of Central Civil 
Service (Pension) Rules followed by a resolution of PotI 
Trust Board dated 27-5-88 to count 50% of the service 
rendered by an employee in the contingent establishment 
followed by absorption in regular service without break 
for the purpose of calculating service to grant pension. Irl 
this case, the Port Officer at Uie rank of Executive Engineer 
also certified the genuineness of the continuous NMFt 
service rendered by the workman continuously betwe^ 
August, 1975, and March, 1979. Since it is came to tl^ 
knowledge of the concerned workman that his NMR 
service has not been recognised in his service reconls, h6 
made a representation dated 31-10-98 to the Port Trust 
that his 50% of service-rendered as NMR may be 
recognised and counted for pensionary purpose. But, the 
Port Trust in its letter dated 3-10-98 has rejected the daink 
of the concerned workman to the effect that his service 
was subject to a break and hence, not counted for 
pensionary baiefits. This was due to non-availability of 
records. Non-availability of records is not on account of 
any fault of the enq}loyee. Fiutho’, the Executive Engineer 
who is now the Cliief Engineer of Port Trust has given the 
certificate that the Petitioner was in continuous NMR 
service and therefore, refusal on the part of the 
Respondent/Management is arbitrary, unjust and it is 
violative of Article 14 and 16 of Constitution of India. 
Therefore, the concerned worieman is entitled to have 50% 
of said service rendered during the period between August, 
1975andMarch, 1979 countedfor the purpose of terminal 
benefits. Hence, the Petitioner Union prays for an award 
in their fovour. 

4. As against this, the II Party/Management in 
its Counter Statement contended that as per the 
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provisions contained in Government of India decision 
4 under Rule 14(2) of CCS Pension Rules, 1972, it has been 
contemplated that half of the service period from 
contingency will be allowed to count towards pension at 
the time absorption in the regular employment subject to 
condition specified therein. In the same rule, it is clearly 
mentioned that NMR workmen who had not put in 
continuous service, had not been taten into account for 
the said pension benefit. In other words, if there were 
break in service of NMR workmen who were absorbed had 
not been considered since it is not as per said rule 14(2) of 
CCS Rules, 1972. The case of Mr. M. Raja lineman had 
been examined with available records and found that there 
was break-in-service covering the period from August 
1975 to March, 1979 i.e. to say Mr. Raja had not worked 
during the period April, 1976, May, 1976, June, 1976 and 
February, 1978. Further, Mr. Raja had not produced any 
authenticated records and therefore, his NMR service had 
not been taken into account for counting of 50% of the 
service as per the said relevant statutory rule. It is not 
correct to say that NMR service of concerned employee 
has not been taken into account for the reason of non¬ 
availability of records with the management. It is a fact 
that the Committee constituted for the purpose had 
thoroughly gone through the records and relevant 
materials containing two volumes. The allegation about 
the non-availability of records made by the Petitioner is 
simply to suit their convenience. Though the Petitioner 
alleged that the Executive Engineer has given the 
certificate to Mr. Raja, the concerned employee, the said 
Executive Engineer is not a competent officer to 
authenticate the service of NMR workman and it is only 
the Chief Engineer who shall only issue or give certificate 
in respect of NMR service rendered by the concered 
workman. In fact, the then Chief Engineer has written a 
letter dated 28-9-98 that the NMR service of the concerned 
employee from 8/75 to 3/79 were with break-in-service i.e. 
from 4/76 to 6/76 and 2/78. Therefore, it cannot be said 
that the action of the management is arbitrary and unjust 
and in violative of Article 14 and 16 of Constitution. Hence, 
for all these reasons, the Respondent prays that the claim 
may be dismissed with costs. 

5, In these circumstances, the point for my 
determination is — 

(i) “Whether the claim of the Petitioner Union 
for counting of NMR service rendered by the 
concerned employee Mr. M. Raja from 1-8-75 
to 31-3-79 for the purpose of pensionary 
benefits is justified and legal ? 

(ii) To what relief the concerned workman is 
entitled?” 


Point No. 1:— 

6. In this case, the short point to be decided is 
whether the lejection made by the management with regard 
to counting of NMR service rendered by the concerned 
eiiq}loyee Mr. M. Raja for the purpose of pensionary 
benefits is justified and legal ? It is admitted by both sides 
that the Government of India in its decision 4 Rule 14(2) of 
CCS (Pension) Rules, 1972 half of the service period fiom 
contingency will be taken into account for the calculation 
of pension at the time of absorption in the regular 
employment subject to condition specified therein. In this 
case, the Petitioner Union alleged that the concerned 
workman Sri M. Raja has worked continuously from 
August, 1975 to March, 1979 as a NMR in the el«:trical 
departmentof the Respondent/Management, but they have 
not produced any document to show that he has 
continuously worl^ in this period. On behalf of the 
Petitioner, it is allied that all the records pertaining to 
concerned workman was with the Respondent/ 
Management and due to non-availability of records, it is 
alleged that there was a break-in-service of the concerned 
worianan during A^xil, 1976 to June, 1976 and February, 
1978. The non-availability of records is not at the fiiult of 
concerned employee and therefore, the Respondent/ 
Management has to give benefits to the concerned 
enq}l(tyee. Further, it is the contention of the Petitioner 
Union that in similar cases of non-availability of records, 
the Respondent/Management issued orders for counting 
NMR service by ctmdoning the break-in-service in respect 
of several employees, but he has not produced any 
document to show that in a similar case, the Respondent/ 
Management has issued orders counting the NMR service 
by cmidoning the l»eak-in-service. 

7. On the other hand, it is the contention of the 
Respondent/Management that it is false to allege that the 
records pertaining to concerned employee was not 
available. On the other hand, a Committee constituted to 
examine the request of enq)loyees who had rendered NMR 
service had talcen into consideration all records in this 
respect and had come to a conclusion that alter going 
through all the records and relevant materials contained 
in two volumes that the concerned workman was not in 
service during the period 4/76 to 6/76 and 2/78 and 
therefore, the allegation made by the petitioner is made 
only for the purpose of this case. 

8. Then again on the side of the Petitioner it is 
alleged that the Executive Engineer who is now the Chief 
Engineer of the Respondent/Management has given a 
certificate that the concerned employee was in continuous 
service firom 1-8-75 to 31-3-79 and a copy of which is filed 
along with the claim petition and therefore, the rejection 
of the Respondent/Management with regard to request of 
the Petitioner Union is only on non-availability of records 
pertaining to the concerned employee Sri M. Raja. 


4 
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9. But, here again the Respondent contend^l that 
though the Petitioner Union alleged that the Executive 
Engineer of the Rcspondent/Management has given a 
certificate to the effect that the concerned employee had 
worked in the Respondctit/Management as NMR 
continuously from 8/75 to 3/79, he is not the competent 
officer to authenticate the service of NMR workman and 
the Chief Engineer only who can issue or give certificate 
in respect of NMR seivice rendered by workman ooncemed. 
Further, in this case, the then Chief Engineer had written a 
letter dated 28-9-98, a copy of which is marical as Ex. W1 
that NMR service of Raja from 8/75 to 3/79 were with 
break-in-service i.e, from 4/76 to 6/76 and 2/78 and further, 
he has reiterated the letter dated 27-9-99, which is marked 
as Ex. W2, and under such circumstances, it cannot be 
said that the Re^ndent/Management has rejected the 
claim of the Petitioner Union on the ground of non¬ 
availability of records in respect of Mr. Raja, the concerned 
vrorkman 

10. Under these circumstances, the duty caste upon 
the Petitioner Union is to establish before this Tribunal 
that the concerned employee has worked with the 
Respondent/Management from 1-8-75 to 31-3-79 under 
NMR service continuously. But, except the bald allegations 
that he was working as NMR continuously, there is no 
other documentary proof to show that the concerned 
employee has work«i as NMR from 1-8-75 to 31-3-79 
continuously. Though the Petitioner alleged that the 
rejection was made by the Respondent only on the non¬ 
availability of records, there is no proof to substantiate 
the claim of the Petitioner Union. On the other hand, the 
Respondent has stated that a Committee was constituted 
to look into the case and they have thoroughly gone 
through the records and relevant materials contained in 
two volumes. Under such circumstances, I find the 
allegations about non-availability of records made by the 
Petitioner Union is only to suit their convenience. Since 
the Petitioner Union has not established that the 
concerned employee has worked from 1-8-75 to 31-3-79 as 
NMR continuously, I find the request of the Petitioner 
Union caimot be acceded to. Therefore, I find this point 
against the Petitioner Union. 

Point No. 2— 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitlal? 

11. In view of my foregoing findings that the 
Petitioner Union has not established the fact that 
concerned employee Mr. M. Raja was in continuous NMR 
service from*l-8-75 to 31-3-79 and in view of the fact that 
there was a break-in-service ofM^. Raja finm 4/76 to 6/76 
and 2/78,1 find the concerned employee is not entitled to 
any relief as claimed by the Petitioner Union. No Costs. 

12. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 


dictated to the P. A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected ^d pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the lOdi ^tember, 2004.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
Witnesses Examined:— 

On either side : None 

Documents Marked:— 

Ftn* the I Party Oaimant 

Ex. No. Pate Description 

W1 294)9’^ Xerox copy of the letter ftom 

Tuticorin Port Trust 
managemeitt to concern^ 
wcxkman 

tV2 27-09-99 Xerox copy of the letter from 

Respondent to concerned 
workman 

ForthenParty/Manageniait:— Ml 
29 WiR, 2004 

3313 1947 (1947 

^14)^ rim 17 ift. 

-arfririltWriri ri. 2, f^crtinl % Tril2 (^3^ 4^41 

6/94 ) ^ rismt "rirriSR ^ 29-11 -2004 

[ui^^.-i70ii/i07/90-3n^.3m. (^-n)] 

miiritri, 

New Delhi, the 29thNovember, 2004 
S.O. 3313.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref. No. 6/94 of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Cbuit, No. 2, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Lie of India and their workman, which 
was receiv«l by the Central Govermnent on 29-11-2004. 

(No. L-17011/107/90-IR(&-II)) 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER; CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL-TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOURCOURT-n 
PRESIDINGOFFICER: RN.RAL 

LD. Na 6/94 an off shoot of i.D. No. 27/91 
INTHEMATTEROF:— 

All India National Insurance Employees Federation 

VERSUS 

UC 
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FINDINGS 

Complaint u/s 33-AofI.D. Act, 1947 against Life 
Insurance Corporation of India (hereinafter refened as LIC) 
who contravened provisions of Section 33 of the above 
act, during pendency of proceedings before this Hon’ble 
Tribunal in reference No. l.D. case No, 27 of 1991 

The petitioner federation named above begs to 
submit that opposite parties have been guilty of 
contravention of the provisions of Section 33 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred as act) 
as shown below :— 


of service as decided and fixed in the Award of Dr. Justice 
R.D. Tulpule in reference No. NTB-1 of 1985 on the basis 
of which a large number of Badli/tcmporaiy and part time 
workmen were absorbed in the regular service of LIC in 
1989. On implementation of the above award LIC rejected 
claims of those workmen who came in the service of LIC 
after 20thMay, 1985. Since LIC continued to en^oy Badli/ 
temporary/part time workmen on daily wage basis many 
workmen who were employed after 20th May, 1985 claimed 
absorption in regular service through labour courts or 
otherwise but they feiled in their attempts on the above 
ground. 


! 


i 



The Petitioner federation is an all India organisation 
and it has within its organisation. Zonal, Divisional and 
Branch units affiliated to it. The Head quarter of the 
federation is situated at 11-H tropical Building, (Connaught 
Circus, New Delhi-01, “National life insurance employees 
association (INTUC), Muzaffarpur”, is an affiliated 
divisional unit of the petitioner federation Sh. BNP 
Srivastava is the (Seneral Secy, of the aforesaid divisional 
unit, having its Head quarter at J.P. Colony Chandwara, 
Muzaffarpur. 

The petitioner federation besides permanent staff 
of LIC in class III and class IV category also grants its 
membership through its zonal divisional and branch units 
to all Badli/Temporaiy and part time workmen employed 
by Life Insurance Corporation of India (hereinafter referred 
as LIC) in its Zonal divisional and branch offices on daily 
wage basis or otherwise. Hence a large number of badli/ 
temporary' and part time workmen are bonafide members 
of the petitioner federation. 

The cause of action to file the present complaint 
u/s 3 3-A of the Act, arose when the Sr. Divisional Manager 
of Muzaffarpur division discontinued/terminated the 
services of as many as 20 badli/temporar}' workmen whose 
details are given in the list, attached to this petition under 
annexure ‘A’. The said list forms a part of this petition. 
This illegal action of LIC was brought to the notice of this 
Hon’ble authority through an application but the said 
application was disposed of in routine manner. Hence the 
present complaint u/s 33-A of the act is being filed for 
proper adjudication of the dispute. 

The workman whose services were terminated by 
Sr. Divisional Manager, Muzaffarpur were/are bonafide 
members of the petitioner federation. Most of them had 
also completed a long services over 240 days. They were 
employed by the LIC before 4th March, 1991 (i.e. the date 
of present reference) and they were continuing their 
services during pendency of present proceedings. They 
were/are claimants of absorption in regular service of LIC 
on the basis of their long service as Badli and temporary 
employees of LIC. They had fulfilled eligibility conditions 


Since the question whether or not the above action 
of LIC in not absorbing workman after 20-5-1985 was 
justified was not decided by any court of law, LIC continued 
to reject all claims of workman for permanent employment 
in LIC on the above ground and the workman also could 
not enforce their claims of permanent emplt^ent. The 
workman of Muzaffarpur division who were also claimant 
of permanent employment in LIC were continuing their 
service during pendency and were anxiously awaiting the 
award in the present proceedings as the said decision had 
to decide their fate in LIC in the matter of employment. 

The opposite parties by terminating their service 
during pendency committed contravention of Section 33 
of the act. The opposite parties during pendency of 
proceedings in the present reference invited applications 
freJm the open market (through advertisement) for 
recruitment of class m staff in the cat^ory of Asstt. typists 
and stenographers. Since the above action of LIC could 
affect adversely the interests of workmen in the present 
reference one of the employees unions opposed through 
an application the above action of recruitment process 
adopted by LIC. This Hon’ble Tribunal under belief and 
confidence that if there is an award in the pending 
reference, LIC will honour it faithfully and the recruitment 
process adopted by LIC will not in any way jeopardize the 
interests of concerned workmen refused to pass any order 
directing LIC to stop recruitment process and also 
dismissed the aforesaid application of the union by its 
order dated 23-9-91. 

The above order dated 23-9-91 never permitted LIC 
expressly or impliedly to discontinue or terminate the 
services of the existing workmen working on daily wage 
basis in capacity of badli/temporary/part time workmen 
particularly those who came in the service of LIC before 
4th March, 1991 and were continuing in services and had 
also completed a long service. The workmen working as 
badli/temporaiy workmen in the Muzaffarpur division of 
UC were employed by LIC before 4th March, 1991 and 
were continuing in service during pendency. Hence the 
termination of their service by LIC is contravention of 
Section 33 of the Act. 


I 
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The pendency of proceedings in the present 
reference u/s 20(3) <rf the act commenced on the date of 
the order of the Central Government referring the dispute 
to this Hon’ble Tribunal i.e. 4th March, 1991 and shall be 
deemed to have concluded on the date on which the award 
becomes enforceable u/s 17-A of the Act. The workmen 
whose details are given in the list attached under atmexute 
‘A’ were cn:q)lc>yed by Muzafifeipur Division of LIC as 
badli/tempprary workmen much before 4th March 1991 
and they were continuing their swvice during pendency 
of these proceedings. 

They had completed a long service sufficient to claim 
absorption although they were employed by LIC after 20th 
May 1985. They could enforce their claim of absorption in 
regular service of LIC only after the award in the present 
reference. Hence the aforesaid workmen were directly 
related to the subject-matter of this-reference and its 
proceedings. Since the workmen as stated above were 
seriously concerned in the dispute pending adjudication 
before this Hon’ble Tribunal UC could not legally terminate 
these workmen as their right to continue in service was 
well protected u/s 33 of the act. 

This Hon’ble Tribunal be pleased to decide the 
complaint set out above and pass such order or orders 
thereon as it may deem fit and proper in the interest of 
justice and this Hdn’ble Tribunal be also pleased to declare 
the action of LIC as stated above illegal and the aggrieved 
workmen be treated and accordingly be declared to be 
continuing in service (on the same wages and conditions 
of service as were applicable to them) with effect fiom the 
date of their discontinuance in service. 

The management has filed reply. It has been stated 
thar the application deserves to be dismissed because 
vague allegations have been made without giving any 
particulars of the branches in which the temporary 
employees were working and in which capacity they were 
working. Without the said details it is not possible for the 
corporation to verify and effectively reply to the allegations 
that have been made in the aK>lication. The application 
deserves to be dismissed on this ground alone. 

That it is further stated that the present application 
is misconceived and untenable section 33 A of the 
Industrial Dispute Act has no application to the facts of 
the present case. There has been no alteration of the 
conditions of service applicable to the workmen. There 
has been no discharge or punishment for any misconduct 
and there cannot be said to be any misconduct and there 
cannot be said to be any violation of section 33 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. The application is liable to be 
dismissed surmnarily. 

It is further stated that temporary workers were 
en^rloyed in the circumstances which have been explained 
in detail in the written statement filed by the management. 
The management craves leave of this Hon’ble Court to 


refer to the contents of the written statement as if the fecte 

stated th^n arc spec^tealfy incorporated in this repfy 

and the same are not being Ideated for the sake of brevity: 

It is further stated that the wmkmen before the 
Hon’ble Tribunal have no legitimate claims to ask for 
absorption in the regular service of the corporation. The 
workmen were employed only as a temporary enqiloyea 
for a specific period of time and on expiry of the said 
period they automatically seized to be the temporary 
employees of the corporation. Such of the woricira which 
jfulfil the recruitment condition are free to apjMy for and 
appear with the general public for fresh recruitment as 
regular employees as and when notified by the corpoiatian. 

It is further stated that earlier several unions had 
filed an aH>lication before this Hon’ble Tribunal inter 
alia praying that the temporary employees may be 
continued in service and the corpwation may not be 
allowed to recruit any fresh employees from the open 
mar ket pending the (hsposal of the present case. The 
Hon’bic Tribunal vide order dated 23rd September 1991 
was pleased to dismiss the said aj^lication. Thereafter a 
writ petition was filed against the said order dated 23rd 
September 1991 and the said writ petition was dismi^ 
by the division bench of the Hon’bic High Court by order 
dated 6th December 1991. In the present application the 
workmen have complained of the temporary employe 
being not continued in service. Suffice it will be to state 
here that these temporary employees were employed only 
for a specific stipulated period and on expiiy of that period 
their services automatically ceased and seeking relief from 
this Hon’ble Court that they should be continued in service 
even after expiry of the stipulated period tantamount to 
the corporation not being permitted to recruit fresh 
enu)loyees in accordance Unth the recniiUnent rules. This 
is merely an attempt to over reach the order dated 23rd 
September 1991 that was passed by the Hon’ble Tribunal. 

In view of what has been stated above the present 
ai^lication is an abuse of the process of the court and 
should be dismissed summarily. In this respect it is 
submitted that the corporation has framed LIC Staff 
Regulations, 1960. The said regulations have been framed 
in exercise of powers under section 49 of the LIC Act 1959. 
By virtue of LIC (Amendment) Act 1981, the regulations 
framed by corporation under section 49 of the act shall be 
deemed to be rules framed by the Central Govt, under 
section 48 of the LIC Act. The validity of the amendment 
act 1981 has been uphcldby the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
in the case of A. V Nachane V/s Union of India, reported 
as AIR 1982 SCI 126. It is fiirther stated that the tempmaiy 
employees of the corporation are governed by regulation 
of the staff regulations which are deemed to be the rules 
framed by the Central Govt. The regulation No. 8 clearly 
stipulated that no person appointed as a temporary 
employee under sub-regulation (1) shall, only by the 


3684 GI/04—36 
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reason of such appointment be entitled to absorption in 
the service of the corporation or claim preference for 
recruitment to any post 

Thus, it would be seen that the law itself provides 
that the temporary employees would cease to be 
employees on expiry of the period for which they are 
appointed and they cannot by reason only of their being 
appointed as a temporary employee, claim absorption in 
the regular cadre of the corporation. 

In view of what has been stated and particularly 
because of the earlier order dated 23 rd September 1991 
passed by the Hon*ble Tribunal it is stated that neither 
any wrong has been committed nor has there been axiy 
violation of the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act 
and the present aj^lication is an abuse of the process of 
the court and should be summarily rejected. 

Subject to what has been stated above it is submitted 
that the allegation ofthe provisions of section 33 of the ID 
Act is misconceived and untenable. The corporation has 
not violated aiiy law and has also not altered the terms 
and conditions of the service of the temporary employees. 
The allegations as regards disoontinuing/termination of 
service of the temporary enqdoyees are wrong and are 
denied I'iie said employees were employed only for a 
specific penod of time and on ejqniy of that period of time 
they ceased to be the employees of the corporation. The 
same is in accordance with terms and conditions of their 
employment as temporary employee. The said action 
cannot be said to be illegal particularly when such 
employees have no right to be absorbed as regular 
employees of the corporatiem. 

False and frivolous all^ations have been made of 
absorption by the temporary employees having been 
continued fior over 240 days. No particulars of which of 
the employees has been aliowed to continue for over 240 
days have been given. The said allegation being vague 
deserves to be ignored. None ofthe temporary employees 
has any right to be absorbed as a regular employee merely 
because he was appointed as a temporary employee. 

In so far as the award given by Justice R.D. Tulpule 
is concerned the same has no relevance in respect of the 
workmen who are involved in the present proceedings. It 
is denied that the employees on whose behalf the 
application under reply has been made were entitled to be 
continued as employees ofthe LIC of India. 

In this respect it is submitted that these employees 
automatically cease to be employees on expiry of Rrt pnlatp.H 
period. It is denied that the interest of these workmen has 
been jeopardized. The said allegation is false and suffice it 
will be to state that this Hon’ble Court had refused to 
grant any relid'to these worionen in respect of their being 
continued in the service of the corporation and rather to 
the contrary had permitted to the corporation to recruit 


fresh employees under the recruitment rules. 

It is denied that there has been any illegal action on 
the part ofthe corporati(m or that the woiicmen are entitled 
to any protection or relid under section 33 ofthe ID Act. 

All India >^tional Insurance Enqjlpyees Federation 
has filed rejoinder. In the rejoinder they have reiterated 
the d the statement of claim and have asserted that 

the claimants were the regular employees of the 
management and there services have been arbitrdily 
terminated. 

The management has denied most of the paras of 
the statement of claim and the federation has also denied 
most of the paras of the written statement. 

Evidence of both the parties have been ttiken. 

Heard aj^uments from both the sid^ and perused 
the p^rs on the records. 

It was submitted from the side of the Union that 
the services of the claimants were ter m inated during the 
pendency of ID No. 27/1991 so they have filed a 
con:q)laint u/s 33 A of the ID Act. Section 33 A Act reads as 
hereunder:— 

“When an ai^)l<^r contravenes the provisions of 
Section 33 during thepoidency of proceeding [before a 
condli^ion officer, B^d aa arbitrates, Labcmr Court. 
Tribimal at Tribunal] ar^ eiin)Ioyee aggrieved 

by suc^ corttravestm, may nuke a comi^nt in writing, 
[in the prescribed maimer:— 

(a) to such cemciliatitm officer or Board, and the 
ccmdli^on ofifi^ or Board shall take such 
complmnt into account in mediating in, and 
promoting the settlement of, such industrial 
dispute, mid 

Oi) to Rich aibitrator. Labour Court, Tribunal or 
National Tribunal and on receipt of such 
conqilaint, the arbitrator. Labour Court, 
Iribunal or National'tribunal, as die case nu^ 
be, shall adjudicate upon the complaint as if it 
wme a dilute referred to or pe^ng before 
it, in accordance with the provisions of this 
Act and shall submit his or its award to the 
apprqiriate government and the provisions 
of this Act shall apply accordingly.] 

According to this provision which has been 
introduced by the amendment Act 48 of 1950, the Court 
has to give award as tt'it were a di^nite referred to or 
pending before the Court/Tribunal in accordance with the 
provisions of tiris Act and the award shall be sulmiitted to 
the ^ropriate government and the provisions of this act 
shall appfy^cordtngly. It was submitted from the side of 
thCTOanapfmcgittiiat the services ofthe wm iemen app lirant 
were terminated during the pendency of the aforesaid ID 


['Fin—3(u)3 


10349 


W ^ wnr: 25, 2004/^ 4, 1926 


case of 1991. The Court has to give award and that cannot 
be contrary to the award already passed in the case 
referred to u/s 10 of the ID Act. In 33 A itself it has been 
mentioned that the court shall adjudicate upon the 
complaint as it were a dispute referred to or pending before 
it. So far as ID No. 27 of 1991 is concerned, an award was 
given by the CGIT-I but the same has been set aside by 
the Hon’blcDdhi High Court in Writ Petition (Q No. 4346 
of 2001 against the workman in the ligltt of the scheme 
ai^roved by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Prabhawati’s 
Case. So far as Section 33A is concerned it has been 
termed as a complaint smdthe Hon^ble Supreme Court in 
1994 LLR Page 112 (P&H) has decided the violation of the 
provision of Section 33 of the Act entitles the workman to 
file a complaint u/s 33 A thereof and makes the employer 
liable to be punished. Section 33 A of the ID Act is not a 
penal provision as has been held by the Hon’ble Si^reme 
Court in the case Supra. The reference in this case is to be 
replied as if the dispute has been referred to the Tribunal 
by the appropriate govenunent. So Section 33 A by no 
stretch has ar^ force like a penal provision and the award 
is given in the light of the original case referred to by the 
s^ropriate govemmoit. It would have been better in case 
such a provision is included under Section 33 of the ID 
Act, 1947 and it can be decided alongwith the original 
reference by the Tribunal. Section 33 A multiplies the 
pendency erf the cases. 

It was argued from the side of the management that 
the award passed in ID No. 27/91 has been set aside by 
the Hon’ble Delhi High Court. It is no longer in existence 
and the Hon’ble Supreme Court in St^ of Haryana V/s. 
Pyara Singh 1992(4)SSC 118 on 23rd October, 1992 the 
Supreme Court granted special leave and disposed of all 
the civil appeals incorporating the essential features of 
the scheme prqjared by the petitioner as a part of its order. 
The operative portion of the order passed by the Supreme 
CourtinPr^havathy reads as follows;— 

*The scheme contained in Clauses (a) to (d) of 
paragraph 1, which is as under, is approved subject to the 
pos^mnent of the recruitment scheduled in Novenfoer, 
1992 by at least six weeks and the LIC will proceed to 
regularise the employees eligible under the Scheme. 

(a) All those temporary employees who have 
worked for 85 days in any two consecutive 
calendar years with the Life Insurance 
Corporation between 20th May, 1985 uptil date 
and who conformed th the required eligibility 
mteria for r^ular recruitment on the dates of 
their initial temporary ai^intmeirf will be 
permitted to compete for the next regular 
recruitment after the regular recruitment fos 
these posts currently scheduled fw Novenfoer, 
1991 

(b) These candidates will be considered on their 
merits with all other candidates who may ^ly 
for such appointments, including those from 
the open market. 


(c) These candidates will be given an age relaxation 
for ai^lying fen regular recruitment provided 
that they were eligible on the date of their first 
tenqxirary appointment for securing regular 
appointment with the Life Insurance 
Corporation. 

(d) If these caiKiidates are otherwise eligible, they 
can ai^ly for re^ar recruitment m the normal 
course. This regulansation will, in the 
circumstances, be sekctiim for ai^mtment. 
We make foe above dauses of the Scheme a 
part of ow order.” 

As per the scheme, temporary employees were 
entitled to a chance to compete for r^ilar recruitment. 

As such, foe Honble Suprone Court has settled all 
foe disputes of the LIC and its workmen in several cases 
by order dt.23 > 10*1992 and aj^roved the scheme. In foe 
light of foe schentK af^oved by the Honble Siqireme 
Court, the Hon’ble Delhi High Court h 2 & allowed the Writ 
Petition of the management. Life Insurance Corporation 
of India and others in view of the scheme framed by the 
petitionerin 1992(4)SCCll8and£q]provedbyfoeHon'ble 
Supreme Oxirt. As such, all the disputes between the 
workmen and the LIC shallbe deemed tube s ettled wider 
the scheme approved^ foe Honfliie Sememe Coast 

It was further sobmitt^ ftom tte side of the 
federation fo^ they were not foe parties before thcHonlble 
Supreme Court. Whether they wesc foe parties or not, foe 
matter has been finally settled by foe Hcm'bfe Sopreme 
Court and if they are aggrieved, they s^proach foe 
Honble Supreme Court chatgii^of foe sefoeMtfearaed 
and approved by the imicm erf foe LIC sstd the LIC. 

It was fuifoer submitted by the fe^saSfon that they 
have been wbridng for a long period in the LIC but thqr 
were directed to compete with foegei^ral candidates and 
even no weightage was given U) the employees already 
working under foe LIC and foe LIC has aiUtiarily uathout 
giving any wei^tage to the wodunen already wefouig 
with the Lie hj^ appointed new hsmds and has not 
jfosoibed them. 

From the perusal of the records, it transpires that in 
justice has been done with the worionen who were working 
in the LIC and they have not been absoibed but the union 
itself agreed to the scheme framed by foe LIC and that was 
^ppmv^by foe Honlrfe Supreme Court so nothing is left 
for this Tifomid to adjudicate upon or decide. Itwasforther 
submittedthat in the scheme, para C onfy gives relaxation 
in flfid para D requires them to ai^ly for regular 
recniim^t in the normal course aiul the regulansation 
will in the circumstances, be by sdcction for appointment. 
It was submitted foat the service rendered by the workman 
applicant has not been considered while making 
appointment. TIk union has agreed to the scheme framed 
by the LIC and it has got the seal of approval of theHoniyie 
Supreme Court as such foe matter may be again raised 
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before the Hon’blc Supreme Court as everything has been 
finalised The scheme was approved in 1992 whereas the 
ID case was pending in 1991. As Such, ID case No. 
27/1991 merged in the scheme approved by the HonT)le 
Supreme Court. Their remains nothing to be adjudicated 
upon or to be decided in view of the judgement of the 
Honble Supreme Court and the Hon*ble Delhi High Court 
referred to above. In case any injustice has been caused 
to the workmen, i .e. due to bargaining of the union, the 
union has considered to the scheme framed by the LIC. Of 
course, there appears to be no proper dispensation of 
justice but if the union has entered into a compromise 
before the Hon'ble Supreme Court and that scheme has 
been approved, every appointment is to be made according 
to the scheme formulated and the workman cannot get 
relief of reinstatement. The law cited by the workman 
applicant is not applicable in the facts and circumstances 
of this case. 

ORDER 

The complaint under section 33-A of the ID Act, 
1947 arising out of ID No. 27/91 is dismissed. The workmen 
applicants are not entitled to any relief as prayed for. 

Dt. 22-11-2004 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
M felt, 29 2004 

W. 33r. 3314 aiMwr, 1947 (1947 

^14)^^3rai7 % sTcb 

(tM 24/2002 ) ^ y4>iIvM 

t, ^ ^ 29-11-2004 ^ TJM ^3TT 8TTI 

[TT.-0:^-31025/1/2004-^.3TR C^-IDJ 
3ft. 3?^ 3Tfe 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3314.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 24/ 
2002) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Dock Labour Board and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 29-11 - 
2004. • 

[No. L-31025/1/2004-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BGfO^TBECE?riKAL GOVERNMENT 
INDlISTRlAl^TRIBUNALrCUM-LABOURCOURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

Preieiit : Shri E. Iniud4B.Sc.JLL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

Dated t^ 23rd day of September, 2004 

EO)USTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.LD. Na24/2002 

(Old l.D.No.32/2000 Transferred &om Industrial-Tribunal 
-ciim-Labow Court, Visakh^jatnam) 

Betweoi: 

' 

SriK.RamanaRao, 

S/o Late K. Ramulu, 

D.No. 18-34^5, 

Kumma^i^feedhi, 

Maharanipeta, 

Msakhapatnam. .Petitioner 

AND 

TheChairman, 

Dock Labour Board, 

\^sakhapatnam Port Area, 

\^sakhapatnam. .Respondent 

Appearances; 

For the Petitioner : Sri M.S. Sastry, Advocate 

For the Respondent: M/s. K. Srinivasa Murthty, 

V. Umadeyi & C. \^jaya 
Shekar Reddy, Advocates 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec.2 A (2) of the I.D. Act, 
1947 by the Industrial Tribunal Labour Court, 
Visakhapatnam in view of the judgment of the Hon'ble 
High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in W.P. No.83 95 
of 1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa and 
M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two others and 
transferred to this Court in view of the (jovernment of 
India, Ministry of Labour's order No.H-11026/1/2001-IR 
(C-II) dated 18-10-2001 bearing I D. No. 32/2000 and 
renumbered in this (Ourtas L.C.LD.No. 24/2002. 

2. The brief facts as stated in the petition are: that the 
Petitioner was appointed as a casual worker on 7-10-92, 
securing the job of his medically unfit &ther Late K. 
Ramulu with T.No. 7184. After serving The Dock Labour 
Board for three years he was served with a show cause 
notice dated 21-2-1995 on the ground that the job was 
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secured by him for impersonation. The workman has 
submitted his explanation dated 28-2-95. The Enquiry 
Officer served notice on the workman on 3-5-95 to attend 
the enquiry on 12-5-95. Much is written about the enquiry 
but this Court by an order dated 9-1-2004 held>that tic 
enquiry is validly conducted. Hence, all that need not 'be 
repeated. He submits that he had filed a \^tot Petition but 
the Hon’ble High Court of A.P. has not considered. 

3. A counter was filed stating thatHon’blc High Court 
of A.P. has decided in \^t Petition No. 23731/96 and 
passed orders on merit that the workman is not entitled to 
any relief. The order of the Hon’ble High Court of A.P. 
acts as res judicata and this case is barred by principles 
of res judicata and various other things has been 
mentioned about the enquiry which need not be gone into 
at this stage. Further it is added that the petition may be 
dismissed. 

4. Arguments were heard on the validity of domestic 
enquiry and this Court by a detailed order dated 9-1-2(104 
passed an order holding that the domestic enquiry is 
validly conducted. 

5. The Learned Counsel for the Petitioner has argued 
at length and tried to convince this Court that the dedsion 
in the Writ Petition will not act as res judicata as the 
Hon’ble High Court of AP sitting in the writ jurisdiction 
cannot decide on the facts of the case. 

6. The Learned Counsel for the respondent submits 
that once having taken order from the Hjn’We High Court 
of A.P. on merits, this Court ceases to have jurisdiction in 
view of res judicata. 

1. It may be seen that without going into the details, 
because after this is an argument only under Sec. IIA 
about the quantum of punishment having held that the 
enquiry is validly conducted. Now, the question is whether 
this (Dourt can exercise the jurisdiction in view of the 
Judgement of the Hon’ble High Court of A.P. in Writ 
Petition No. 23731 of 1996 wherein it is held as follows : 
‘‘In view of the above argument advanced by the Learned 
Counsel for the 2nd Petitioner, I; have called for the records 
of enquiry and also the files containing the original 
documents. Accordingly, the records and files are 
produced. I have perused the same. In the enquiry, the 
application filed by the vvidow of the original employee 
and the school certificate issued by the Head Master were 
shown to the second Petitioner and after going through 
the documents the second Petitioner slated that he does 
not know as to who gave that sqiplication, that the school 
certificate docs not belong to him, that his father died at 
home only and not in an accident. He also stated that he 
did not study upto 5th class and does not possess any 
driving license. He further says that he does not know as 
to who gave the application for employment. From these 
answers and the proceedings taken, it is clear that the two 


documents were shown to the 2nd Petitioner and that he 
had ampel opportunity to explain those two documents. If 
really, the 2nd Petitioner is having any evidence to 
contradict those two documents, he would have adduced 
oral or documentary evidence. The second Petitioner has 
not done so. In other words, the 2nd Petitioner has not 
availed of the (q)portunity given to him. Therefore, I do 
not see any reason to interfere witti the order terminating 
the services of the second Petitioner”. So wiien the 
Hon’ble High Caait of A.P. has held categorically, that the 
Ifon’We Judge does not see any ground to interfere with 
the order of the Enquiry Officer and dismiss the Writ 
Petition which was for declaring that the action of the 
Respondent in removing the Petitioner is illegal, arbitrary 
and unreasonable and to direct the Respondent to 
continue the Petitioner in service. Then I am afraid it acts 
res judicata. In fact, the Hon’ble High Court of A.P. has 
gone into ttie enquiry report and held that the enquiry 
cannot be interfered with and also did not say anything 
about the reinstatement, reduction of punishment and to 
argue that this Court can still has jurisdiction under Sec. 
11 A, according to my view is not correct. The Petitioner 
has chosen to seek alternate forum namely the Hon’ble 
High Court of A.P. and got a finding on tfe question of 
foct that is the enquiry and about the reinstatement etc., 
the Hon’ble High Court of A.P. has not said anything and 
dismissed the Writ Petition and this Tribunal cannot now 
sit and decide whether he is entitled for a lesser punishment 
or not. I am of the opinion that having chosen to select 
and altonative forum and taten the verdict from that forum 
to which this C3ourt is subordinate, Hence, I cannot even 
consider whether the quantum of punishment can be 
reduced and even otherwise it is a criminal act of 
impersonation and in the normal course also this Tribunal 
would not have interfered with the quantum of punishm^t 
as it is a case of impersonation. Accordingly, I hold that 
the Peitioner is not entitled for any relief. Hence, an award 
is passed holding that the Petitioner is not entitled for any 
relief. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum K. Riani Gowii, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 23rd day of September, 2004. 

E, ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

NIL 
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3ir. 3315.—arfvf^, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ ^ 17 

% % PiMi'J!«hf 3frc 3^1^ <5h4oht^[ % 

■^’ W<*I< a^y?lH^3Tp?^^91JT 

■•=«n^id^, I^<nk%'4w 23 / 2002 )^ 

^%^‘?n^^29-ii-2004^i7n<T^3n«ni 

[^. T^-3i625/1/2004-'31T^. 3TR (^. II)] 
■'PTW^, 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3315.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 
23/2002) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, hyderabad as shown in the annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Dock Labour Board and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 29-11-04. 

[No. L-31025/1/2004-IR (B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Scq^. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORETHE CEKTIIALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUIVMABOUR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: 

SHRI E. ISMAIL, B.SC., LL.B., Presiding Officer 

Dated the 23 rd day of September, 2004 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.LD. NO. 23/2002 

(Old I D. No. 31/2000 Transferred from Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Vlsakhapatnam) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri P. Nooka Raju, 

S/o. Late Korlayya, 

D.No. 32-32-117, 

Kobbarithota, 

Visakhapatnam .... Petitioner 

AND 

The Chairman, 

Dock Labour Board, 

Visakhapatnam Port Area, 

Visakhapatnam .Respondent 


APPEARyifCE: 

ForthePetittoiter : Sri M.S. Sastiy, 

Advocate 

For ffie Rc^XHident : M/s. K. SrinivasaMurthy, 

V UmadeW&C \^aya 
Shekar Redcfy, Advocates. 

Tbfis is a case t^en under Sec. 2^2) the I.D. 
Act, 1947 the InAsstr^ Tr^onai L^oiir Court, 
^ds^chapat]ialB m view d thejademcnt d the Hon’Ue 
Hig^Courtof An^aPiadeshiqx»tedin W.P.No. 8395 
of 1989dated3*&>199Sbctween&rtU. Chinn^^and 
M/s. Corponuioii of India uid two others and 
transferred to Court in view of the Government of 
India. Msiistiy of Labour's Order No. H-11026/1/2001- 
m(C-n> dated l8-ld-2eai bearing I D. No. 31/2000 and 
reiiiimheiedt&tliisCourtasL.C.LD. No. 23/2002. 

2. ThebFKffects^ st^dintbepetiticmarerthat 
the Petfrioiier waa^KMided as a casual woricer on 7-10- 
92, seeming the job of his medic^y unfit fether Late 
Koifeyyawfrh T. No 7389. After servii^ TheDock Laixmr 
Board fcMr two years he wse served with a ^ow cause 
notice dated lC^I2-2004 oa the ground diat the job was 
secured by him ii^isonatien. The workman has 
submitted his explsmation dated 16>12>94. It was said that 
the show cause n^k£ was forved on the basis of \bnkat 
Rao’s Conmiittee repim dated 13>8-2004. One year later 
the wofkmanwKservedwhhnotice dated 19-12-9J^ sfQing 
th^ the expfenatios of workman dated 16>12-94 was hwnd 
unsalirfactofy mut ffic workman was to attend enquiry. 
Much is writtai abom the enquiry but Uus Court ^ an 
or<fer rfeted 9>1>2^)4 heM that U»e enquiry is validly 
oomhicteek Brace, alt that need not be repeated. Hb 
s^mits he hadfil^ a Writ Petition but die Hon’bte 
High Court of A.P has not ransidered. 

3. A ccKfliter was fried slating that that Hcm'ble 
High Court of AF basdecided Writ Petition No. 23683/96 
and passed (udess emmeritffiat die workmmi is not entitled 
to a^ ret^. The order of Uk Horr’lde High Court of A. P. 
acts as iCT juchcataaBdhis i&barredby priireiples of 
lesjudicata and vmious other things has been mentioned 
abemt the enq^ which need not be gone into at this 
sl^. FindK^r it rnadfed thtt die petrikm tnay be (hsttiissed. 

4. Argmnraiswereheanlon the vaK^ty of domestic 
enqmry and diisCbwt by adetailed Older d^ed 9>l-2004 
p£»sed am osder holihiig that the domestic enquiry is 
v^i^ on^acted 

5. TheLemBcdCoimselfordiePetititHierhasargued 
at fei^th amt teied to cmvince this Court that the 
ded^mmtheWrriPet^cmwdtiiot^as resjiKlicata as 
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the Hon’ble Hi^ Conit d A.P. skttag in the writ Appeadixof evideiice 

jurisdicticMi canaot d^ded on the the case. 


6. IheLemied Counsel for die R^xaident submit 
that once having taken ordv from the H(ml>le High Court 

A. P. on merits, this Court ceases tohave jnrisdictitm in 
view of res judicata. 

7. Itmayheseeadudwiftout going uUodiedetmls, 
because after all this is anafg^nmttOidyuBdm Sec. HA 
abom the quantmn of powdimeBt having hdd that die 
enquiry is 'i^icUy omdiKded. Now, dKqpieBdau ti 

this Court can exercise die jinisdiction m view of die 
Judgement of the Hmi’blc High Coiut of A.P. in Writ 
Petiti(»i No. 23683 of 1996wher^ it a hdd as follows: **1 
do not see ai^ ground to int^feie with the ordm of die 
Enquiry C^cm* ss the Enquiry f^hcer oonstdered die 
evidence and gave a frndmg dud tibe Peddtmer fruled to 
establi^thatheissonofKoiiayya*’. SowhentheHcm^ble 
High Court of A.P has hdd categmicdly, that the Hon’ble 
Judge does not see ground to i^mfere widi the md^ 
of the Em]uiiy Oflfioer and rhsimm the Writ Petithm which 
was for dedariK^ that the action of die Re^x»ulmit in 
removing the Petitioner is illegal, arbitrary and 
unreasond^ and to ^rect tte Pe^pondmit to amrinue 
the Petitoner in service, th^l am afrmd it acts res judicata. 
In fact, the Hon’ble Hi^ Court of A.P. has gone into the 
enquiry report and held that the enquiry cannot be 
interfere widi and also did nm say smytibii^ about tlK 
reinstatement, i^uc^m of pumshn^tt mid to argue dud 
this Court can still has jurisdictnm under Sec.. I lA, 
according to my view is not omect. The Pethionm^ has 
cbosmi to seek altemste forum nsunefy ^ Hon ’bte High 
Court of AP mad gma&othngrmtheque^onrtffoct diat 
is the encpufy andaboitithereinstaiinmit etc.. The Hon’ble 
High Craft of A.F. hatf ad said an^yag ami diatissed 
the Writ Petitira rad this Trfounal cranot now sit rad 
decide whedier be is ratitled frn- a lesser punidiiiient er 
not. I am of ^ opmira tiud havi^ dunen to seled ra 
alternative frumn and taken the vmdict frrai thatfonra to 
which this. Court is sdnordmato. hence, I cranot even 
crasider whethm the quratum of pimiAment can be 
reduced and even mherwise it is a criminal act of 
inqiersonationand in die nonnal cOursealso this Tribunal 
would not have intf^ered whh the quarami of pimidimmd 
as it is a case of impmsonatira. 

Accordingly. 1 hdd that the Petitiraer is not ^ded 
for any rdief. Hence, an awrad ispased hcddmg that the 
Petitioner is not entiiked for any rdief. 

Awrad passed a(x»rdingfy,Tnmsatit. 

Oftdatedto Kum. iC IhamOowri, Personal Asristam 
transcribed her oonected md prraouncGd me on 
this the 23 rd day of S^toraba; 2004. 

E. 134^L, Ffeddii^Officer 


Witnesses examined for : Witnesses examined for 
the Petitioner the Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

NIL 

Docummits mailied for die Respondent 
NL 

29 2004 

W. 31L 3316.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) Uit Unj 17 % ^RfnF 

3T3it«r ^ afriitPn? 

210/2002) 

^ 29-11 -2004 WtT 

53TT«in 

[ri.R;?r-i 2025 /i/ 2004 -a^. m (^. n)] 

rit. ’inivtwi, 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3316,—In Pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 
210/2002) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown 
in the annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
enqilcQ^ in relation to the management of Central Bank 
of India and their workman, which was received by the 
CentiilGovemineiit(m29-11-04. 

[No. L- 12025/1/2004-IR (B-U)] 

C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BOYHffilHECENTRALGOVERNMENT 

INmiSTRlALTRIBUNALrCUM-LABOURCOURrAT 

HY1»»ABAD 

PRE^m: 

SHIU E! ISMAIL, B.SC, LL.B., Presiding Officer 
Dated the 19th day of October, 2004 
INmiSlRIAL DISPUTE L.C.LD. NO, 210/2002 

mrmm: 

Sri Nfo. A&d Nawd), 

Sfo.Md.YdafoAli, 

H. No. 24-2-56 Darga, 

Kazipet-506 004. ....Petitioner 
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AND 

1, The Regional Manager, 

Central Bank of India, 

Bank Street, 

Hyderabad-500 195. 

2. The Branch Manager, 

Central Bank of India, 

Hananikon(ia-506 001. .Respondents 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. C. Suryanaryana& 

P. VenkateswaraRao, 
Advocates 

For the Respondent : SriRMuralidhar, 

Advocate 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2A (2) of the I.D. 
Act, 1947 in view of the judegment of the Hon’ble High 
Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in W.P No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa and 
M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two others, 

2. The brief facts as averred in the petition are : 
That the Petitioner was employed as temporary sub staff 
also called as temporary attender or peon in the 2 
Respondent bank. He was employed from 3 -1 -83 for a total 
of 309 days till the end of April, 1984. In fact he was in 
employment for much longer period. The Ministry issued 
circular for absorption of those employees who were 
employed for atleast 90 days during the period 1-1-82 to 
31-12-89. But he was retrenched. He represented several 
times but to no avail. Then he relied on several 
judgements in the petition which need not be mentioned 
here and will be mentioned at proper time. Hence, he prays 
he may be reinstated with back wages and continuity of 
service etc. 

3. A counter was filed stating that he worked for 
8 days in March, 1983, and for 2 days in April, 1983, for 28 
days in June, 1983, for 19 days in August, 1983, for 29 
days in September, 1983 and for 5 days in October, 1983 as 
casual employee in R2 branch at Warangal District. As 
such the Petitioner never worked for period of 30 days 
continuously. All other averments are denied and further 
there is latch of approaching the Court after 18 years. 
Hence, the petition may be dismissed. 

4. The Petitioner examined himself and deposed that 
he worked at the bank on daily wages on Rs. 8/- per day. In 
April 1984 he was retrenched from services without notice 
and without payment of notice period wages. Though 


several persons were employed as temporary peons who 
were employed after January, 1983 were continued in 
service. Ex. W1 is the particulars of his working days as 
workman during 1983-84, total working days are 309, 
Ex. W2 contains part of those working days which are 
given in Ex, Wl. Ex. W3 is also a document showing his 
total working days. Ex. W4 dated 24-5-2001 is the 
representation to the Manager, Central Bank of India, 
Hanamkonda. In the cross examination he deposed that 
he was terminated on 9-4-1984. Since then, he had been 
orally representing the managers for giving him 
employment. He was not in employment. That he got the 
information about his work only in the year 1988 before 
that he did not make any efforts. It is correct the Ex. Wl to 
W3 does not contain the signature of anybody from the 
management oFdftice seal. According to Ex. W5 he has 
worked for 95 days. He was taken on daily wages in a 
temporary vacancy. 

5. WW2, Sri A B. Narasimha is the retired officer 
who took retirement under VRS. He said that he issued the 
particulars of Petitioner’s working days at his request. As 
he believed that he is entitled for absorption in the 
Respondent bank as a full time employee as claimed by 
him. In the ctoss examination he deposed tlu,t the Petitioner 
is an account holder and he used to tell him that he was 
not absorbed in service that he worked on casual basis. 
He worked prior to 1990. Even now he is not aware as to 
how many days the Petitoner worked in the branch. He 
denied that he is deposing falsely. 

6 . Sri N.NarayanaRao, another officer of the bank 
who has taken VRS was examined as WW3. He stated that 
he found from records that the Petitioner was employee 
for a total number of309 days during 1983-84. In fact in the 
year preceding his retrenchment in April, 1984 the Petitioner 
worked for 222 days, much longer than the 90 days required 
for his absorption in the bank as per the Approach Paper. 
In the cross examination he said that he is not deposing 
falsely but based on facts. 

7. The Respondents reported that they have no 
evidence. 

8 . the Learned counsel for the Petitioner argued at 
length. That he did work for 309 days. It is proved by 
Ex. W3 and he gave several ruling which are all correct. He 
also relied on judgement in WP No. 6984/88 of the Hon’ble 
High Court of A.P. where a direction was given to consider 
the Petitioner for permanent appointment within a period 
two months, i.e. judgement of State Bank Employees’ 
Union, Vijayawada Vs. Government of India and 2 others. 
Ife also reli^on 1995(5) ALD page 92 of Division Bench. 
In the judgement it was held that, workman who has worked 
for more than 90 days prior to 1982 is entitled to 
regularization. Refusal of regularization by the Respondent 
on the ground that he worked earlier to 1982 is illegal. In 
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that case also the Petitioner had, worked for 164 ‘A days 
during the year 1978-79 in Mahaboobnagar branch as a 
casual labour. He made a repiesentatioii on 22-6-91, then 
he filed writ petition where his case was directed to be 
considered. Then he got issued a legal notice and he was 
asked to appear for interview. He was not given on the 
ground that he rendered service prior to 1-1-82. The Court 
held that the Petitioner is entitled to regularization. 

9. The Respondents did not sumbit atiy arguments. 

10. It maybe seen that whatever the Petitioner says 
may be conect. But according to him only he worked upto 
1984. But did not approach this Court till 2002, No doubt in 
the judgement cited by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner that was also approaching by 12 years. No doubt 
in the case referred by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner where the circiilar was issued in 199,1 that those 
who have worked for 90 days on or after 1-1-82 shall be 
considered. The Petitioner m^ an application immediately 
on 22-6-91. In this case the Petitioner worked for 309 days 
tilli^nil, 1984. The said circular is Ex. W13 and it is the case 
of the Petitioner that he has been orally representing since 
9th April, 1984. But he asked for details only in the year 
1988. Bb did not make any efforts before 1988 for getting 
information. So it may be seen that he made efforts only 
from the year 1998 and even if the circular is of 1990 it was 
not valid by any action on the part of the Petitioner. So can 
any one help a person who sleeps for 8 years ev'en after the 
circular inspite of the foct that he was having a bank 
account and now comes to the Court seeking relief after a 
gap of 18 years ? No doubt there is no limitation under the 
Industrial Di^tes Act, 1947 but now it is well settled fact 
that even in cases of agreements where ik) specific date is 
given, it is always presumed to be a reasonable time. 
Similarly, when no limitation is given if the circular is of 
1990, he did not try till 1998 and he gave representation to 
the management basing on Ex. W4, he received Ex. W5 on 
17-11-2001.1 am afraid that no doubt the Petitioner comes 
within the meaning of the circular yet for such a belated 
approach to the Court, the only relief that can be given to 
him is directing the bank to consider the Petitioner for 
absorption in view of the circular No. F/3/J/104/87-IR of 
Government of India, M/s. Finance, dated 6-8-1990, for 
absorption and if it is not possible he shall be considered 
for temporary or casual appointment taking his age as on 
3-1-83. 

Award passed accordingly, Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowti, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 19th day of October, 2004. 

E. ISMAIL, PresidingOfficer 


.^rpcndix of evidence 

.IMtnesses examined for : l^itiiesses examined for 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

WWl: SriMohd. 

Af^Nawab Nil 

WW2: Sii AB. Narasimha 

WW3: Sri N. Narayana Rao 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 


EX.W1: 

Cq>y of particulars of WW1 ’s woricing days 
during 1983-84 

ExW2: 

Copy of part of working days given in Ex. W1 

ExW3: 

Copy of document showing particulars of 
working die's of WWl / 

ExW4: 

Copy of representation of WWl to the 
Management dt. 24-5-2001 

EX.W5: 

Postal receipt 

Ex.W6: 

Postal registration 

Ex.W7: 

Postal receipt 

EX.W8: 

Postal acknowledgement 

ExW9: 

Postal receipt 

EX.W10: 

Postal acknowledgement 

EX.W11: 

Postal receipt 

EX.W12: 

Postal acknowledgement 

EX.W13: 

O^oflr. No. F3/J/104/87-IRof M/s. Finance, 
dt. 6-8-1990 


Documents marited for the Respondent 

NIL 


29 ’T«RR, 2004 

3317 ,—1947 (1947 
^14) 17%'iHiWO'r’^f, w wk Ihsr sfNr 

auftwswsR 2 , M 

19/94 ) "U?! ^-sOh 29-11-2004 

[U T5fT-12012/236/93-3ni. a(?R (^. 11)1 


3684 GI/04-^7 
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New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3317.—In Pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), Uie Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 
19/94) of the Central Government Industrial Tri^)unal- 
cum-Labour Court, No. 2, New Delhi now as shown in 
the annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Central Bank 
of India and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 29-11-04. 

INo, L-12012/236/93-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALrCUM- 
LABOUR COURT-^n, NEW DELHI 

PRESIDING OFFICER: RN. RAJ I.D. NO. 19/94 

IN THE MATTER OF 

Sh. Bagh Singh 
S/oSh, Khem Singh 
R/o 1U4 ! 7, School Block, 

Shakarpur, Dcllh 

VERSUS: 

Central Bank of India 
Link House 4, Bahadur Shah, 

Zafar Marg, New Delhi-02 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/ 
236/93-IR(B-2) Central GovermentDT. 17-02-1994 has 
referred the following point foradjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder 

“Whether the action of the management of CBI, New 
Delhi in not regularising the services of Sh. Bagh Singh, 
canteen boy with effect from 7-9-79 is justified? If not, to 
whai relief the workman is entitled to.” 

The claimant has filed statement of claim. In the 
stalcmcnt of claim, it has been stated that in pursuance of 
its scheme for providing canteen facilities to the staff, the 
bank established a staff canteen at its Gole Market, New 
Delhi branch in September, 1979 and the then manager of 
the said branch appointed Sh. Bagh Singh, the workman 
concerned in the present dispute to work in the said staff 
canteen w.c.f, 7-9-79 and to begin with he was paid a 
monthly wage of Rs. 93.75 which was directly disbursed 
to Sh Bagh Singh by way of vouchers or by credit to his 
account with the bank. 


That after Sh. Bagh Singh had worked in the staff 
canteen at Gole Market, New Delhi branch for ab^t 21 
months since his appointment w.e.f. 7-9-79 during which 
period his wages were being directly paid to him by the 
bank. The bank established in June 1981 a staff canteen 
committee at the said branch consisting of the officials of 
the branch and ftomJben onwards the wages as prescribed 
by the Head office of Uie bank for the canteen staff were 
being credited by Uie bank to Uie account of Uie canteen 
committee which in turn was disbursing Uiese wages to 
Sh. Bagh Singh on monthly basis. 

Thm though Sh. Bagh Singh was initially employed 
to work in the staff conteen at the aforesaid Gole Market 
branch but shorUy after his ^pointment, the management 
started to require Sh. Bagh Singh to perform other duties/ 
functions also which are generally performed by the 
members of subordinate staff in the bank such as the 
following;— 

© Serving drinking water to the staff and clients 
inthe branch. 

(iO Feching eatables, snacks, cold drinks etc. for 
Uie staff during lunch hours 

Cni) Doing general \vork of an office peon in 
exitgencies such as in the absence of other 
office peons or in the event of shortage of 
subordinate staff including lodging of 
tdegrams, dak, etc. at the post office. 

(iv) At times working as a substitute peon or as 
an additional peon in leave vacancies of other 
members of subrodinate staff or in times of 
requirements of additional subordinate staff. 

That though the bank has not been allowing 
Sh. Bagh Singh to mark his attendance, timings of daily 
arrival anif departure and hours of work in Uie staff 
atteiulance register but his normal working hours ever 
since his appointment have been the same as prescribed 
for Uie oUier members of the subordinate staff. 

That the wages paid to Sh. Bagh Singh have been 
revised and raised from time to time as determined by the 
Head Office either on its own or on representations/ 
demands from the employees of the bank and their unions 
and the Head Office of the bank has been conveying such 
revision of wages of the staff canteen employees through 
Circulars which will be produced before the Hon’ble 
Tribunal in the course of further proceedings. At present 
Sh. Bagh Singh is paid wages at the rate of Rs. 450 per 
month in the Gole Market, New Delhi branch. 

That when Sh. Bagh Singh had worked in the bank 
at its Gole Market, New Delhi branch for several years and 
he caine to know that the bank was giving regular/ 
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permanent cmployement even to temporary/casual 
members of sub-staff including part-time members of sub- 
staff who had worked in the bank for a year or more he 
approached his branch authorities to take up his case for 
being treated as a permanent member of subordinate staff 
and for being paid the same psQ^ and allowances as payable 
to the members of subordinate staff under the Bipartite 
Settlement Sh. Bagh Singh also made a number of 
representations to the management in this behalf. On the 
representations of Sh. Bagh Singh the Gole Market, New 
Delhi branch entered into correspondence with the 
concerned Regional office of the bank for regularisation 
of Sh. Bagh SingK 

The management/respondent has tiled WS. In the 
WS it has been submitted that the canteen boy, who is 
engaged is being paid Rs. 3 per staff member at the branch 
besides other facilities namely purchase of crockery facility 
for cooking gas, electricity kerosene stove etc. The bank 
had been raising the canteen subsidy from time to time 
taking into consideration the fact that the service charges 
have increased Rs. 3 was increased to Rs. 3.75 and lately 
it has been increased to Rs. 20 per member. That means if 
the staff strength in a particular branch is approximately 
100 the canteen subsidy which will be paid to the canteen 
boy will be Rs. 2,000. It is mentioned that all other e;q>enses 
are to be borne by the bank and he has to provide only the 
canteen services. The canteen boy is also entitled to charge 
cost for tea and other snacks etc. which he serves to the 
staff members. 

It is stated that the policy as regards the canteen 
subsidy which is being provided to the staff members of a 
branch the policy says that the branch has to constitute a 
canteen committee and all payments are made to the 
canteen boy by the staff canteen committee. There is no 
privity of contract between the canteen boy and the bank. 

It is stated that in case of Anand Singh Bisht the 
Government of India has rejected their claims on the 
ground. The bank submits that it has provided various 
facilities to its staff besides the above canteen facility 
namely paying allowance for engaging personal drivers 
for executives. It is stated that the bank gives certain 
amounts to its executives for engaging personnal drivers 
are being made by the executives directly and the bank 
has no control and supervision over the duties and 
functions of the drivers. These personal drivers do not 
become the employee of the bank by virtue of the pay ment 
made to them by the executives. Similarly in the case of 
canteen committee and whereby payment is made by the 
staff canteen committee and whereby payment and 
working in the canteen does not entitle the canteen boy to 
allege that they are the staff members of the bank because 
the bank has no contract of employment as well as no 


control and si 4 )ervision onllnm besides other factual as 
well as legal position stated heie^n-before and heie-in- 
affer. 

It is stated that Sh. Bagh Singh the claimant wants 
to avoid the rules and regulations which provide for 
a{^>ointment in subordinate cadre, one has to get himself 
registered in en[^>loyment exchange and then subject to 
fulfilling recruitment norms of qualification and age he 
has to appear in the written test and the intearvicw and if he 
is successful then only he is^ppointed in the bank. The 
back door entry which Sh. Bagh Singh wants to adopt is 
not tenable under the present circumstances and facts. 
Hence the same should be rejected. 

It is stated that the claimant was only engaged as a 
catneen boy by the bank staff canteen committee Gk>le 
Market branch and there is no privity of contract between 
the bank and the claimant. Hon’ble Supreme Court has , 
held in the case of Shiv Mohan V/s Punjab National Bank., 
1955 1 SCR-1427 as well as in another case cited in AIR 
1966 SC-370 that the crux of the relationship between an 
employer and the employee is to be decided in the light of 
the facts and circumstances of the case. 

The claimant has fited mjoti^r and in hia rejoinder) 
he has denied almost all the paras (ff the written statemrai 
and he has asserted that despite the di^es in the cant^n^ 
he was serving drinking water to the staff and on many 
occasions worked as a substiUite in the leave etc. 
vacancies of the subordinate staff. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the woikman that 
he was ajgxiinted aS canteen boy and be was paid from 
the income of the bank. He sometimes discharged the 
duties of a peon also. He was made payments through 
vouchers. The orders regarding opening of the canteen 
has been referred to and the documents regarding the 
same has been filed. As such, he should be deemed to be 
an employee of the management baidt and not only an 
employee of the canteen. My attention was drawn to W/8 
in which the General Manager has refbrred to his letters 
and has stated in that letter that Sh. Bagh Singh worked as 
temporary peon, 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that no such tetter has been issued and the management 
witness has denied the same. It is a forged letter and it 
contains no signature of the Branch Manager. W/9 shows 
that Sh, Bagh Singh was working in staff canteen at Gole 
Market, New Delhi. This letter has been sent by the staff 
union of the bank to the Deputy General Manager. In this 
letter, it has been mentioned that he was employed in the 
staff canteen and payment was made to him by the staff 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; DECEMBER25,2004/PAUSA4,1926 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


10358 


canteen committee. He also served water to the staff and 
the clients. W/IO is the letter sent by the bank and in the 
letter, it has been said that Mr. Bagh Singh has not been 
engaged by the bank. It is for the canteen committee to 
engage such canteen boys to whom direct payments are 
iiiade by the canteen committee as per the scheme/rules. 
Hence, there is no question of his employment in the bank 
as claimed by him. This letter indicates that Shri Bagh 
Singh was si mply a canteen boy and he was made p^ment 
from the income of the canteen. 

It has been asserted by the workman that he was 
made payments through vouchers but no vouchers have 
been annc.xed with the record. There are no papers 
regarding payment made to Shri Bagh Singh. He was paid 
from the income of the canteen. It was further submitted 
by the management that there is no employer and employee 
relation between the workman applicant and the 
management. He has not been recruited by the management 
and he has not been engaged by the management but the 
staff committee has appointed him to serve in the canteen 
as such he cannot be deemed to be an employee of the 
bank. The workman applicant has given evidence and in 
his cross-examination, he has admitted that as canteen 
boy, he used to supply tea and water. He used to bring the 
articles for the canteen at the asking of the Director of the 
canteen in the morning daily who used to pay him. He 
used to collect money from the persons to whom he used 
to supply tea and passed them to the Director in the 
evening. He used to work on monthly wages of Rs. 93.75 
per month only for one or two years. The rate of tea or the 
rate of the tea used to differ from time to time. It is incorrect 
t hat he used to retain the money in respect of the tea and 
snacks sened to the employees in the branch. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that according to the statement in cross-examination of 
the workman applicant, he has admitted that he used to 
collect money from the persons to whom he supplied tea 
and water and the canteen committee used to pay him by 
cheque in his own name. The bank never paid him any 
payment by cheque. His presence was marked nowhere. 
He used to take leave orally. The admissions of the 
workman applicant show that he was related only to the 
canteen ard he served in the canteen for only one to two 
years In his cross-examination, he has not said that he 
performed the duties of a peon. As such, the entire affidavit 
becomes false as he has accepted that as a canteen boy, 
he used to supply tea and water and collect money for the 
same. It simply indicates that for one or two years, he was 
engaged by the canteen managing committee and he 
collected money for the tea which he supplied. He did not 
perform the duties of a peon. The bank has been made him 
no payment by any voucher. The canteen has made him 
payments through cheques but those cheques have not 
been filed. The canteen was not a statutory canteen. The 


Hon’ble Supreme Court in the RBI case has held that if the 
canteen is not a statutory canteen, the workman shall be 
deemed to be an employee of the canteen. The law cited 
by the workman is not applicable in the facts and 
circumstances of this case. 

In view of the above discussions, the case of 
regulaiisation of the workman applicant is not niad<» out. 

The reference is replied thus:— 

The action of the managemem of the CBI, New Delhi 
in not regularising the services of Shri Bagh Singh canteen 
boy with effect from 7-9-79 is justified. The workman 
applicant is not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Dt 18-11-2004 

R.N, RAI, Presiding Officer 
^ 29 2004 

^4 3318.— fJwK; 3Tf«lf5pR, 1947 ( 1947 

^i4)^tiRr 17 ^ 

2, 19/94) 

^ t, W«(»K ^ 29-11 -2004 ^ 3?T7T 

^3TTqn 
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New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3318.—In Pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Aa, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 
19/94) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, No, 2, Dhanbad now as shown in 
the annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
en^ilqyers in relation to the management of Central Bank 
of India and their woikman, which was received by the 
Central Government cm 29-11-2004. 

[No. L-12012/217/93-IR(B-ID] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, DHANB/yO 

In the matter of a reference U/S. 10(1) (d) (2A) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 196F1994 

Parties: Employers in relation to the management of 
Central Bank of India. 


M- I 
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AND 

Their woriunenu 


T: Shri B. Biswas, 
"Presiding OflRcer. 


APPEARANCES: 

For the Employers : Shri PK. Nagwansi, 

Manager 

For the Workmen Shri N. B. Srivastava, 

Authorised Representative 

State: Bihar ; Industry : Bank 

Dated, the 9th November, 2004. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-12012/217/93-I.R- (B-2) dated the 
24th March, 1994 the Central Government in the Ministry 
of Labour has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Central Bank of India, Patna in dismissing Shri 
Ram Bhagwan Singh, Qeik from service with 
effect from 18-7-1990 is justified? If not, what 
relief is the said workman entitled to ?” 

2. The case of the concerned workman according to 
the written statement submitted by the sponsoring union 
on his behalf, in brief, is as follows: 

The sponsoring union submitted that the concerned 
workman, Ram Bhagwan Sjpgh, joined in Bank’s service 
as sub-staff on 30-11-71 and was promoted in Qerical Cadre 
on 10-6-81. He performed his duties to the full satisfaction 
of the higher authorities till the order of dismissal dated 
3-7-90 issued against him. His whole service consists of 
nearly 19 years out of which in the clerical cadre he 
performed his duties for more than 8 years. The 
management vide memo No. PRCyDAW/88/251 dated 
8 -12-88 issued a charge-sheet for committing misconduct 
to the concerned workman. He submitted his reply to the 
said charge-sheet on 26-12-88, but the same was not 
accepted by the management. Accordingly, management 
conducted an enquiry against the concerned workman. 
They submitted that in the enquiry attested copy of the 
certificate was produced and the original was not 
produced. Similarly, the attested copy of the mark-sheet 
and not the original also was produced. The same was 
demanded for verification by the concerned workman but 
it was not given to him. Accordingly, the sponsoring union 
submitted that the secondary evidence could not be 
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accepted particularly when the original was not brought 
on record accept. The management also produced list (rf 
witnesses in which S. A. Khan, the then Branch Manager, 
Jhauganj and the Registrar, Vice Chancellor of Hindi 
Vidyapeeth were named. In place of the Registrar or the 
Vice Chancellor a Clerk was examined by the management 
in course of that enquiry as MW-2. Though the 
representative of the concerned workman raised objection 
to that effect it was not adhered to by the Enquiry Officer. 
They submitted that MW-2 is mere a Clerk and his oral 
testimony in support of one document and denial of other 
documents without any supporting records is not tenable 
in support of the alleged charges. Inspite 9 f demand by 
the representative of the concerned workman to call for 
the, witnesses given in the list with all records of 
Vidyapeeth like copy of examination tabulation records, 
registers, result sheets but nothing was produced. They 
submitted that the Provisional Certificate submitted by 
the CSE bears the stamp of Hindi Vidyapeeth, Deoghar, 
signed by the Deputy Registrar, Deoghar Vidyapeeth 
delivered through Patliputra Ratri Vdyalaya which was 
affiliated to Deoghar Vdyapeeth was admitted by MW-2. 
They disclosed that during hearing of the enquiry 
proceeding the concerned workman disclosed that he 
appeared through Patliputra Ratri Vidyalaya and passed 
in 1st Divfsion as informed by the school in providing the 
Provisional Certificate of the said examination. The 
signatures on the two certificatesi.e. one delivered from 
the school and the other produced through MW-2 were 
identical. It was also admitted that the certificate provided 
by the school was provisional and he did not apply for foe 
original certificate. They alleged that the certificate givein 
by the CSE was not produced though it was under the 
custody of the management. The so-called Oerk of 
Deoghar Vidj apeeth was not competent to accept or deny 
the signature as he was not an expert. The management 
also failed to produce any other supporting docuincnt in 
favour of the alleged charges. It is the allegation of the 
sponsoring union that the management illegally and 
arbitrarily dismissed the concerned workman from his 
service without considering all aspects and accordingly 
they raised an industrial dispute which ultimately resulted 
reference to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

3. The management, on the contrary, after filipg 
written statement have denied all the claims and allegatiolns 
which the sponsoring union asserted in their written 
statement submitted on behalf of the concerned working. 
They submitted that the concerned workman, Rhm 
Bhagwan Singh, was a sub-staffin the Bank and submitted 
an application dated 15-5-81 informing therein that he had 
passed the Praveshika Paiiksha of 1980 in the First Division 
with English and Mathematics from Hindi Vidyapeeth, 
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Dcoghar. He further requested the Bank in his said 
application to promote him to clerical cadre in terms of 
Bank’s promotion Policy Agreement. In support of his 
aforesaid declaration and claim he enclosed a copy of 
Provisional Certificate bearing No. 1223 dated 4-5-81 and 
Path put ra Hindi (Ratri) Mahavidyalaya Certificate dated 
9-5-81 declaring him to have passed the said examination 
in First Division and also attested copy of Markshcet dated 
2-5-81 showing that he had obtained 480 marks out of 800 
marks of the said Examination. 

Relying on the above declaration straightway 
promotion as Asstt. Cashier-cum-Godown Keeper was 
effected by the Bank in June, 1981. However it came to the 
Bank s notice that the said certificate/marksheet submitted 
by tlic concerned workman were bogus and the fact that 
he had passed in Second Division in Praveshika 
Examination 1980 (Supplimentaiy). A regular enquiry on 
above charges was conducted by an independent Enquiry 
Officer during which full opportumty of defence was made 
available to him. Before holding the said departmental 
enquiry the concerned workman submitted a petition 
raising objection relating to said departmental enquiry' on 
the goround that a court case was pending against him 
but as the concerned workman failed to submit any order 
of the court the enquiry was continued, and accordingly 
the management submitted that the enquiry done against 
the concerned workman was proper. They submitted that 
the charge against the concerned petitioner was 
conclusively proved. On the contrary, inspite of giving 
opportunity the defence could not produce any cogent 
and substantial material. In their support, ME-10 which 
was a letter from Registrar, Hindi Vidyapeeth, Dcoghar, 
clearly exposed that the certificate submitted by the 
petitioner to the Bank was bogus. On the contrary, DE-4 a 
defence exhibit did not confirm issuance of certificate to 
CSE by the Mahavidyalaya. They submitted that the 
concerned workman in his evidence disclosed that the 
Vice Chancellor of Vidyapeeth was not brought in the 
enquirv'. Vide ME-11 the Vice Chancellor through letter 
No. 100 dated 1-6-89 had deputed his representative, 
Bhubneshwar Prasad for the purpose. Therefore, the 
objection raised by the petitioner was not tenable because 
it was not possible for a VC. to appear personally in all 
such cases. They submitted that during enquiry 
proceeding it was established beyond ail shadow of doubt 
that the concerned workman obtained and submitted 
bogus certificate deliberately in connivance with one 
Parmanand Prasad and thus cheated the Bank by 
submitting a bogus certificate and obtained undue 
promotion to clerical cadre in the Bank which was highly 
prejudicial to the interest of the Bank. They submitted 
further that had the petitioner been innocent he should 
have proceeded against the authorities in providing bogus 
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certificate. They disclosed that the Disciplinary Aut|^| 
before deciding the case gave personal hearing 
conceriicd workman and after giving the said oppo^^l 
and also considering all material facts dismis^^l 
concerned workman from his service. Against tffln order 
of dismissal the concerned workman preferred an appqak 
The Appellate Authority collected lull records of the case 
and after carefully going through all the enquiry papers 
dismissed the appeal filed by him. They submitted that 
full opportunity was given to the concerned workman in 
defetiding his case. The charge of gross misconduct under 
clause 19.5 ((j) of the Bipartite Settlement 1966 attracting 
punishment under Clause 19.6 was conclusively proved 
against him. TTie proved charge against the petitioner was 
very serious and deserved no leniency and for which the 
order of punishment was fair and proper in commensurate 
with the gravity of misconduct committed by him. 

Accordingly, management submitted that the 
concerned workman is not entitled to get any relief and for 
which an award may be passed rejecting his claim. 

Points to decided; 

4. “Whether the action of the management of 
Central Bank of India, Patna in dismissing Shri 
Ram Bhagwan Singh, Clerk from service with effect from 
18-7-1990 is justified ? Ifnot, what relief is the said workman 
entitled to.?” 

Finding with reasons: 

5. Before taking up hearing of the instant case on 
merit it was taken into consideration if the domestic enquiry 
held ag^nst the conce tired workman by the Enquiry Officer 
as per order of the management was fair, proper and in 
accordance with the principle of natural justice or not. 
The said issue on preliminary point was disposed of vide 
order No. 57 dated 16-7-2004 in favour of the management. 

6. Now the point for consideration is whether the 
charge fiamed against the concerned workman has duly 
been established against him or not. In course of hearing 
the chargesheet issued to the concerned workman was 
marked as Ext. M-I which speaks as follows; 

“TheMentoNo. PRO/DAW/88/251 dtd. 8-12-1988 
was issued to Sri Ram Bhagwan Singh, Clerk, 
presently working at Rajendranagar branch for his 
acts of omission and commission. His explanation 
dtd. 26-12-88 to the aforesaid Memo has not been 
found satisfactory. It has been, therefore, decided 
by the Bank to hold a regular departmental enquiry 
against him on the following charge. 
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While working as subordinate staff in the Bank, Sri 
Ram Bhagwan Singh submitted an application dt. 

15-5-81 to Bank informing therein that he had passed 
the Parveshika Pariksha Examination of 1980 in the 
First Division with English and mathematics from 
Hindi Vidyapeeth, Deoghar. He further requested 
the Bank in his said application to promote him to 
clerical cadre in terms of Bank’s promotion Policy 
Agreement. In support of his aforesaid declaration 
and claim, he enclosed attested copy of Provisional 
Certficate bearing Serial No. 1223 (A)dt, 4-5-1981, 
Patliputra Hindi (Ratri) Mahavidyal^ Certficate dt 
9-5-81 declaring him to have passed the said 
examination in the First Division and also the attested 
copy of Marks-sheet dt. 2-5-81 showing that he had 
obtained 480 marks out of the total 800 marics of the 
said examination. 

Relying on his above declaration his straightaway 
Promotion as Asstt. Cashier-cum-Godown Keeper, 
was effected by the Bank in June 1981 in terms of 
para 9.2 of the Bank’s Promotion Policy Agreement 
for award staff. 

However, it came to the Bank’s notice that the said 
certificate/marks-sheet submitted by Sri 
Ram Bhagwan Singh to the Bank were bogus and 
that in fact he had passed in Second Division in 
Parveshika Examination 1980 (supplementary). Sri 
Ram Bhagwan Singh, thus cheated the Bank with 
clear intention to secure straightaway promotion 
from subordinate cadre to clerical cadre in terms of 
clause 9.2 of the Bank’s Promotion Policy Agreement. 
His such acts are highly prejudicial to the interest of 
the Bank and constitute gross misconduct on his 
part as per clause 19.5 0) of Bipartite settlement 
1966, which attracts punishment under the clause 
19.6 of the said settlement.” 

The concerned workman submitted reply in refuse 
to that chargesheet wherein he categorically deni^ die 
allegationbrought against him. The Hnquiry Officer after 
conducting domestic enquiry against the concerned 
workman submitted his report holding the concerned 
workman guilty to the charge. The enquiry report during 
the course of hearing was mariced as Ext. M-20. Considering 
the evidence of both sides and also considering the 
materials on record there is no dispute to hold that the 
concerned workman while working as sub-staff in the Bank 
submitted an application dated 15-5-81 to the management 
requesting the management to promote him in clerical cadre 
in terms of Bank’s Promotion Policy Agreement as he 
passed Proveshika Pariksha Examination of 1980 in the 
First Division with English and mathematics from Hindi 


Vidy^}eeth, Deoghar. In support of his claim he enclosed 
attested copy of Provisional Certificate bearing Serial No. 
1223 (A) dated 4-5-1981 and patliputra Hindi (Ratfi) 
Mahavidyalaya Certificate dt. 9-5-81. Those Provcshi^ca 
pariksha Examination certificate and the certfficate issuied 
by Patliputra Hindi (Ratri) Mahavidyalaya during 
evidence were maiked as Exts. M-6 and M-5 re^iectivelly. 
Considering die xerox copy of these two certificates there 
is no diqiiute to hold that the concerned workman pa«^ 
die Proveshika Pariksha Examination of 1980 in fijrst 
Division. He also sulnnitted xerox copy of maik-^heet dated 
2-5-81 in that regard which also (hiring evidence was 
marked as Ext. M-8. The mark-sheet also su^Jorts the 
claim of the concerned workman. It tranqiires front the 
said marit-sheet that out of total 800 marks the (xmcenqed 
workman secured 480 marks in the said examinatiem. it is 
the contention of the management that in terms of elapse 
9,2 of the Bank’s Promotion Policy Agreement for the 
subordinate staff they issued promotional order direptly 
in favour of the concerned workman and designated Ipm 
as Cashicr-cum-Godown Keeper which came into effect ii' 

1981. It is the specific allegation of the management that 
subsequenUy it came to their notice that the said certificate 
and mark-sheets submitted by the concerned workmprito 
the Bank were bogus. Actually the concerned workrpan 
passed the Proveshika pariksha Examination of 198(| in 
Second Division (siqiplementary) and not in First Divifi{on. 
They alleged that by such act of the concerned workplan 
as the management was cheated in getting his straightaway 
promotion from subordinate cadre to clerical ca(^ a 
charge-sheet was issued in terms of clause 19.5 (j) of|thc 
Bipartite Settlement 1966 which attracts punishment lutder 
clause 19.6 of the said settlement. During hearing ithc 
management relied on certain documents marked as l^ts. 
M-9, M-10, M-11, M-12 and M-13 to show that invie^ of 
the application submitted by the concerned workman all 
steps were taken by them for giving straightaway 
promotion to. file concerned worlqnan from the post of 
subordinate staff to the post of Asstt. CMhier-cym- 
Godown Keeper. Interms of Para 9.2 of Bank’s promotion 
Policy Agreement tiie management took such decision as 
the concerned workman passed Proveshika Par^ha 
Examination of 1980 in First Division. Therefore, it is^n 
that the managements gave all the importance to the 
documents which the concerned workman submitted for 
gettihg his straightaway promotion in clerical cadre. It is 
the specific allegation of the management that 
subsequently they came to how that the certificates-and 
marks-sheets which the concerned workman relied on for 
getting his straightaway promotion were not genuipejand 
accordingly they called for a report from the Vice- 
Chancellor, Hindi Vicfyapecth, Deoghar to ascertain whether 
the certificate and mark-sheet which the concerned 


10362 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER25,2004/PAUSA 4,1926 


workman relied on were genuine or not. The Vice-Chancellor 
in response to that quarry submitted a report vide letter 
No. 83 dated 20-7-82, marked as Ext. M-14 wherein it was 
categorically reported that the concerned workman, 
Ram Bhagwan Singh passed proveshika pariksha 
E.xamination of 1980 in Second Division, During hearing 
of the enquiry proceeding the management examined B.R 
Singh, Sinor Clerk of Hindi Vdyapeeth, Dcoghar and in 
course of his examination he produced the original mark- 
sheet of the concerned workman which during hearing 
was marked as Ex. M-17. From this mark-sheet it transpires 
that the concerned workman secured 419 marks in the said 
examination and was placed in Second Division. It is the 
contention of the,concerned workman that he received 
the Provisional Certificate and maik-ssheet from Patliputra 
Hindi (Ratri) Mahavidyalaya and accordingly he submitted 
the same to the management for consideration of his 
promotion. Disclosing this fact the concerned workman 
submitted that he was not at all aware if those documents 
were fake, bogus or not. It transpires from the record that 
to establish his genuinity the concerned workman wrote a 
letter to the principal, Patliputra Hindi (Ratri) 
Mahavidyalaya dated 18-6-83 seeking information to the 
effect that the provisional certificate and mark-sheet which 
he received from the said Mahavidaylaya weregenuine or 
not. In response to that letter the Principal intimated him 
that as per register maintained by Sri Parmanand Prasad 
the concerned workman passed the Proveshika Pariksha 
Examination of 1980 in First Division. From this letter it 
transpires clearly that the Principal did not furnish the 
particulars required by the concerned workman from the 
school register but from a register preserved by Parmanand 
Prasad. Accordingly, it is difficult to draw any conclusion 
to the effect that the said school authority received 
provisional certificate and mark-sheet from Hindi 
Vidyapeeth, Dcoghar (Bihar) or not. In this connection the 
contents of the Post Card marked as Ext.M-I8 addressed 
to the concerned workman by Parmanand Prasad may be 
taken into consideration. The said letter was written on 
29.11.80. By this letter said Parmanand Prasad requested 
the concerned workman to meet him immediately by 13th 
or Nth December, 1980 as there was some important talk in 
the matter of his appearance in the said Proveshika Pariksha 
Examination of 1980. It is ratherunthinkable to note that a 
person w ho is attached to the said school would show his 
such sincerity to have a talk with a candidate who intended 
to appear in the Proveshika Pariksha Examination. 
Therefore it shows that the concerned workman had some 
how a very good relation with that Parmanand Prasad. I 
find support of this fact from the letter written by the 
principal of the said school, marked as Ext. M-18/3 wherein 
it has also been exposad that the concerned workman had 
a very good relation with said Parmanand Prasad. Therefore, 
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considering this letter it has been exposed clearly that the 

concermed workman collected the provisional certificate 

and mark-sheet from one Parmanand Prasad and submitted 

the same to the management for consideration his 

promotion. Therefore, the evidence of said Parmanand 

Prasad to show that the concerned workman was innocent 

is to be considered as very vital because of the fact that 

Hindi Vidyapeeth, Deoghar by producing original mark- 

sheet before the enquiry authority establishes that the % 

concerned workman did not pass Proveshika Pariksha 

Examination of 1980 inFirst Division. 


Accordingly to prove innocence of the concerned workman 
burden of Proof was on him. The concerned wor kman had 
ample scope to examine said Pa rm anand Prasat^ defence 
witness during hearing of the enqi^ proceecH^, But the 
concerned workman did not consider necessaiy^ to do so 
for the reason best known to him though he pleaded his 
innocence althrough. By taking the plea of his iimocence 
he intended to explain that it was the school authority who 
will be held responsible for conunit^g such mischief. 
Considering all materials on record it is ^ear that the school 
authority did not issue the said provisional certificates 
and copy of mark-sheet to the concerned workman but the 
same were obtained by the concerned workman from 
Parmanand Prasad with whom he had some relation. Had 
that not been so the said Parmanand Prasad would not 
write letter marked Ext.M-18 asking the concerned workman 
to meet hiin in connection with examination matter. 
Therefore, the plea taken the concerned workman is not 
at all believeable. Considering the facts and circumstances 
there is an^le reason to believe that the concerned workman 
in coimivance with said Parmanand Prasad of Patliputra 
Hindi (Ratri) Mahavid^^alaya, Bakshi Maidan manufactured 
false mark-sheet and provisional certificate which he 
' submitted to the management for getting his promotion in 
clerical cadre directly from the post of subordinat staff. I 
find no hesitation to say that the concerned workman by 
his such act cheated the management for his unlawful gain. 

In view of the facts and circumstances stated above 
I hold that the management have been able to establish the 
charge brought against the concerned workman under 
clause 19.5 of the Bipartite Settlement, 1966. After receipt 
of the said order the disciplinary authority dismissed the 
cwiccmed workman from his service and the said order 
during evidence marked as Ext.M-21. Against the said order 
of dismissal the concerned workman preferred an appeal 
with a prayer for setting aside the order of dismissal passed 
by the Disciplinary Authority. The Appellate Authority 
after hearing both sides dismissed the appeal preferred by 
the concerned workman which during evidence was marked 
asExLM-23. 


Now, the point for consideration is whether the 
concerned workman is entitled to get any relief under 
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Sec. 11A of the Industrial Disputes Act. Sec. 1 l-A of the 
I.D. Act speaks as follows: 

"Where an industrial dispute lelatiiig to die discharge 
or dismissal a workman has been referred to a 
Labour Court, Tribunal or National Tribunal for 
adjudication and, in the onirse of the adjudication 
proceedings, the Labour Court, Tribunal or I^tional, 
as the case may be, is satisfied that the order dT 
discharge or dismissal was not justified, it may, by 
its award set asidetheorder of discharge or dismissal 
and direct reinstatement of the workman on such 
terms and conditions if any, as it thinks fit, or give 
such other relief to the workman including the award 
of any lesser punishment in lieu discharge or 
dismissal as the circumstances of the case may 
require." 

This provision of the Act speaks clearly that the 
Tribunal is empowered to set aside the order of discharge 
or dismissal and direct reinstatement of the concamed 
workman on such terms and conditions if tiie said order of 
dismissal appears to be not gamine. Jt is seen that on the 
allegation of commiting serious misconduct under clause 
19.5( j) ofBipaitite Settlement 1966 the management issued 
charge-sheet to the concerned workman. The concerned 
workman by giving his reply, no doubt, denied the charge 
brought against him. It is adnutted fact that the concerned 
workman got his promotion in clerical cader straightaway 
from the post of subordinate staff* taking into consideration 
that he passed proveshika Pariksha ExaminaUon of 1980 in 
First Division. The management considered his such 
promotion relying on the provisional certificate and mafic- 
sheet submitted by the concerned workman- Subsquently 
it was established that the said provisional certificate and 
mark-sheet which the concerned woikmsmn produced for 
getting his promotion were not genuine documents. 
Actually from the original mark-sheet produced by Hindi 
Vidyapeth, Deoghar (Biharjwho conducted the said 
examination showed that he passed the said examination 
in Second Diivision and not in First Division. It has been 
established that the concerned workman procured the said 
two documents from Parmanand Prasad who was attached 
to Patliputra Hindi (Ratri) Mahavidyalaya, Patna. The 
concerned worieman to establish his plea of innocence did 
not consider necessary to examine said Parmanand Prasad 
either before this Tribunal in course of bearing or before 
the enquiry authority. 

Considering all the material fects and circumstances 
discussed above the management have been able to 
establish that the concerned workman in cmmivance with 
said Parmanand Prasad procured the said two documents 


and got his direct promotion in clerical cadre and there by 
cheated the management. 

In course of hearing the representative of the 
crmcemed workman producing certified copy of the award 
passed in Reference No. 195 of 1993 submitted that when 
the learned Presiding Officer in similar nature of case instead 
of upholding the punishmeiU of dismissal toede leniaat view 
and directed the management to reinstate said workman in 
service subject to certain terms and conditions, the same 
principle may be applied in the instant case also. On the 
contrary, learned representative of the management raising 
strong objection to the submission made by the 
representative of the concerned workman relied on a 
decision passed by me in Refierenoe No. 136 of 1991 wherein 
the order of dismissal of Ram Bhagwan Singh was iqihekl. 
In this corindetion decision rqxnled in 2003(1) Bank C.L.R 
622(SC) may be refened to. In the said decision Thdr 
Lordships held that every officer/employee is required to 
take all possible steps m protect the interest of the Bank 
and to discharge his duties with utmost integrity, honesty, 
devotion and diligence and to do nothing which is 
unbecoming of a Bank Officer. If the decision of Hon’ble 
Apex Court is taken into considermion it would expose 
clearly that maintenance of diligency is needed for the 
interest of creating in the mind of the public who 
attend the Bank as customers. Here in the instant case the 
concerned workman was very much eager to get his direct 
promotion in clerical cadre from subordinate staff and to 
achieve goal he did not hesitate to manufacture false 
provisional certificate and mark-sheet in connivance with 
others and thereby not only cheated the management but 
also created disfaith in the mind of the customers of file 
Bank. Safety of the Banks, transaction cannot be s^fed 
from a person who is dishonest as utmost integrity and 
honesty are very much needed in dealing with 
af&irs. 

I consider that there is no room for dishonest staff* to 
attach himself with bank’s affairs and considering finis 
aspect I hold that the management did not commit any 
illegality in dismissing a dishoitost staff i.e. the concerned 
workman flom his service who not only cheated the Bank 
but also casted shadow in the business of the Bank. 
Accordingly, hold that the concerned workman is not 

entitled to get any relief in view of his prayer. 

7. In the result, the following award is rendered— 

That the action trfthe management of Central B^ 
of India, Patna in dismissing Shri Ram Bhagwan Sii^, 
Clerk from service witheffect from 18-7-1990 is juslMted. 
Hence, the concerned workman is not entitled to get any 
relief. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3319.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 31/ 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court Jaipur, as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Punjab National Bank and their 
workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 29-11-2004. 

[No. L-120I2/424/I995-IR(B-n)] 

C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL- 
TRIBUNAL- CUM- LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

Case No. CGIT-31/2003. 

Reference Na L-12012/424/95 (IR(B-II) 

Sh, Dinesh Chandra Sharma, 

S/o Sh. Shy am Babu Sharma, 

R/o Village & P.O. Sikari, 

Distt. Bharatpur (Raj.) .Applicant 

l^rsus 

Punjab National Bank, 

Through Branch Manager, 

Sikari, 

Distt. Bharatpur, .Non-applicant 

PRESENT: 

SH. R.C. SHARMA, Presiding Officer: 

For the applicant : Sh. VK. Mathur. 

For the non-applicants ; Sh. Rajendra Arora. 

Date of award; 26-10-2004 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under Clause 'D* of sub-Sections I & 2(A) to 


Sectioir 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (herein 
after referred to as the 'Act') has referred the following 
industrial dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal which 
runs as under 

"Whether it is a fact that Sh. Dinesh Chandra 
Sharma was employed as a peon fay thg niMiagpm pnt 
of Punjab Ntdunal Bank, SSkari Branch, Bharatpur 
duringthe period from 01-06-1991 to 31-05-1995 
and whether the action of the management to 
terminate him from service w.e.f. 01-06-1995 is 
legal and justified? If not, what relief is the 
disputant concerned entitled to?" 

2. The workman in his statement ofclaim has pleaded 
that he had worked as 4th Class from 1-6-91 to 31-5-95 in 
the Sikari branch district Bharatpur, who disdiarged the 
functions to that of a 4th Class and when he requested the 
bank authorities to confirm him on the post of the 4th 
Class, it caused displeasure to them and his service was 
terminated w.e.f. 1-6-95 by an wal order. A legal notice 
dated 16-6-95 was issued to the non-applicant bank, but 
he was not taken on duty from 17-6-95. His service was 
terminated without giving him one month's notice or pay 
in lieu of the notice and retrenchment compensati<Hi in 
violation of Section 25-F of the Act. He has further stated 
that after his tennuiation, the bank had appointed fresh 
. ham^ in violato of Section 25-H of the Act. Ac^fcjing 
to his ave/ments, he raised an industrial dispu^^fore 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner, who subnutted the 
failure report on 27-11-97 and the Central Government by 
its order dated 28-2-96 declined to refer the industrial 
dispute to the Court. Aggrieved by this order, he preferred 
a writ petiti<ti» brfore the Hon'ble Rajasthan High Court, 
which was accepted by its order dated 5-2-2002 and the 
Central Governmem was directed to refer his industrial 
dispute befoie the competent forum. The workman has 
prayed that the termination order dated 1-6-95 be declared 
as illeg^ and wijustified and he be reinstated in the service. 

3. Resisting the claim of the workman, the. non- 
applicant, in his written counter has averred that the 
workman was never employed by the bank, that he was 
working as a canteen contractor who was running the 
caitteen and was supplying the tea and snacks to the bank 
employees. The payment of wages were made to him 
through the voucher Ex. 2 for the work of a contractor and 
in addition to it, on contingent occasions the work of 
cleaning and sweeping was taken from him for which the 
payment of wages were made to him through Ex. 3. The 
non-applicant has further stated that the workman had 
only worked for 33 days in total for the bank. He also used 
to fill the drinking water in the pitchers in the bank for 
which he was separately paid. The non-applicant has 
also stated that the workman voluntarily seized to work as 
a canteen contractor. The non-applicant has denied any 
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violation of the provisions under Section 25-F and 25-H 
of the Act respectively. 

4. In the rejoinder, the workman has reiterated the 
same facts as stated in the statement of claim. 

5 On the pleadings ofboth the parties, the following 
points for determination were framed:— ^ 

I WhetberfhedaimaiitisaVorkman'asdefiiied 

under the ID Act? BOA 

II Whetherthewoiiunanwasemplc^ed by the non¬ 

applicant management as a 4th Oass employee 
whohaswori(edw.e.f. 1-6-91 to31-5-9S with the 
non-applicant management? BOA 

nn Whether the service of the workman was 
terminated in violation of Section 2S-F of the 
Act? BOA 

IV Whether after the terminatimi of the serviceof 

theworiunanf the new bands have been recruited 
by the managementin violation of Sectkm 25-H 
of the Act? BOA 

V Relief, if any. 

6. Both the parties have led oral as well as 
documentary evidence. In the oral evidence, the 
workman has examined himself On behalf of the bank, 
MW-1, LRMeena, Manager and MW-2, RLCanr^ia, 
Assistant Manager have been examined. 

7. I have heard both the parties and have scanned 
the record. The issue-wise discussion follows as ^ 
under:— 

PointNaI,n&m : 

8. Allthesethieepointsareinterlinked.Ifence,they 
are discussed together as under. 

9. The Id. representative for the workman has argued 
that the workman had worked from 1-6-91 to 31-5-95 
continuously as a Peon with the non-applicant bank who 
performed the work of distribution of the dak and sweq;)ing 
and cleaning of the bank premise, but his service was 
terminated we.f 1-6-95 inviolationdf Section 25-F of the 
Act The Id. representative in this context has relief upon 
the dak delivery register Ex. 8, local and outward dispatch 
register Ex. 9, details of payment of canteen contribution 
Ex. 14 and payment of wages Ex. 15. His next submission 
is that even.on the basis of the documents produced by 
the management Ex. M-2 and M-3, it is proved that the 
workman had continuously worked with the non-aR)licant 
bank at its Sikari branch. 

10. Countering the submissions made on behalf of 
the workman, the Id. representative for the non-ap^icant 


sidmuts that the wtnkman has not shbmitied any document 
in ^pport of his submission thsd he was employed as the 
bank employee. His submission is that he was employed 
by theL(^ Iinplementation Committee as a canteen boy 
toad the bank only gave the subsidy per employee to the 
canteen boy through the vouchers which have been 
signedby the workman. The Id. leinesentative further adds 
that the wmkman was eitgaged for sweei^g only for 33 
d^ in the year 1992 hw which he was paid sq>aratdy. He 
al^ fiU^ the diirddng water in the water pots forwhich he 
was paid separately. It is also the contention of the nwi- 
applicant that the workman had voluntarily discontiiiued 
form the enyilayment. The Id. representative has also 
urged that the workman was not appointed as per 
prescribed procedure of the toak. 

11. I have given my anxidus consideration to the 
rival contentions and ha^ carefully gone through the 
judicial pronmmeements referred to before me. 

12. The woikman in his affidavit has deposed that 
he h^ continuously worked ftom 1-6-91 to 31—5-9 5 as a 
4th Class undor employment of the bank. Ifo h^exhibited 
various documents in sU^ort of his sulnnission and has 
d^sed in his cross-examination that his name was not 
sponsored from the employment exchm^ mtdtiiat altiie 
time ofei^ging him, he was only 17 years of a^. He hat 
further admitted than no letto: of appmnuneiti or order of 
termination was given to ^m. He 1^ ^ei^edignofmioe 
tirom the fact that how much salary was admisafole to tim 
permanent employee at that time. He hi^ also a^ntitod 
that Ex. M-2, the details of the canteen coatributioa 
amount given to him bears bis signatme. Tlw w(^inmi< 
has placed his reliance on dak delivery re^ster Ex. 8, locsd 
and outward di^foh register Ex. 9, details of payment of 
canteen contribution amount Ex. 14 and details of payment 
ofwagesEx. 15. 

13. Dak delivery register and local and outward 
dispatch register consist of several parts of the documents 
respectively, e. g., the dak delivery register Ex. 8 bears the 
name of the workman and the various copies filed 
thereof on behalf of the worieman also contain the name 
of the workman on 11-4-94, 22-4-94, 26-5-94, 1-6-94, 
26-8-94,19-9-94,22-9-94 and23-9-94. It is alleged that on 
these days various daks were handed over to the workmap 
for distribution to the concerned offices. Thus, it is clear 
that Ex. 8 contains about 8 entries felling in the year 1994 
on which days the workman h^ acted as a 4th Class in 
the bank. Next to Ex. 8 comes the local and outwr^ 
dispatch register Ex. 9 wherein on various dates the 
workman has entered into the entires of the dispatch ef 
the daks, which relate to the year 1991. These entries at 
their foot bear the signature of the workman respective^ 
andwemmadeonS datBS,e.g. on 19-4-91,3-6-91 fflid8-10-9l. 

14. Now, I advert to the next document relied upoii 
by the workman which is Ex. 15. It is a detailed'the paymeat 
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of wages made to the workman for the cleaning work 
performed by him. It discloses that in this period he had 
worked for 29 days in the year 1992, 4 days in the year 
1994 and 26 days in the year 1995. Thus, for a total number 
of 59 days in these years he was assigned the job of 
sweeping and cleaning by the bank. 

15. At the strength of these documents Ex. 8, Ex, 9 
and Ex. 15, it is abundantly clear that the workman had not 
continuously worked from 1-6-91 to 31-5-95 under the 
employment of the bank. 

16. The remaining document relied upon by the 
workman is Ex. 14, the details of the payment of canteen 
contribution amount to him which discloses that this 
amount was given to him in between the period 13-9-91 to 
2-12-94 as a canteen boy. 

17. The workman could not be able to establish this 
fact by producing his oral as well as documentary evidence 
that this canteen was run by the bank and the payment of 
wages were made to him on behalf of the bank. Contrary 
to it, on behalf of the bank, it has been shown that only 
the canteen contribution amount was paid to the workman 
by the bank and that he was a canteen contractor who 
used to run the canteen. This document relied upon by 
the workman does not disclose that the wages for the said 
work was paid by the bank to him, rather it clearly indicates 
that the canteen contribution amount was given to him, 
which he had acknowledged without raising any objection. 
Accordingly, I find that the details of the payment of 
canteen contribution amount Ex. 14 does not strengthen 
the case of the workman that he was employed by the 
bank to run the canteen as a 4th Class employee. 

18. As against the workman's evidence, MW-1LR 
Meena has deposed in his evidence that the workman 
used to manage the canteen and intermittently the 
sweeping work was also extracted from him for which he 
was paid separately. Similar is the evidence of MW-2, RL 
Canojia. Both these management witnesses could not be 
shaken on this point. 

19. From the aforesaid evidence, oral as well as 
documeniary, it follows that the workman was not in 
continuous service from 1-6-91 to 31-5-95 uninterruptedly 
with the non-applicant bank nor he had completed 240 
days of actual work in the calendar year preceding to hi s 
date of termination. Thus, his termination does not amount 
to retrenchment. 

20. The Id. representative for the workman has 
drawn my attention towards 1981 Lab IC SC 806 and 
200i(3) WLC Rajasthan 250. I have gone through these 
verdicts carefully, but in my humble opinion, their facts 
are easily distinguishable from the controversy at hand. 
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21 . The Id. representative for the workman has also 
relied iqNm AIR 1995 SC 1666 by contending that the 
Honlle Apex Court has held that even thecaffleen hay is 
a bank employee. The decision supra, die Hon'ble Apex 
Court has observed that where it is not statutorily 
obligatory to provide a canteen, it is otherwise an 
obligation on the «iQ>lpyer to provide a canteen, the 
canteen becomes a part of the establishment and the 
workers wortung in the canteen, the employees of the 
management. Further the Hon'ble Court has tidd that the 
obligation to provide a canteen has to be distinguished 
from the obligation to provide facilities to run canteen. 
The canteen run pursuant to the later obligation does not 
become a part cf the establishment. 

22. On behalf of the bank, it has been clearly stated 
at para l(i) of the written counter that to provide the 
canteen facility to its employees is neither contractual 
nor is obligatory on it. By contrast, the workman has 
failed to prove this fact that canteen was provided by the 
bank as a statutorily obligation or otherwise on account 
of any obligation on the bank: Thus, the workman does 
not derive any assistance from the decision supra. 

23. The Id. representative for the bank in support 
of his contention in this context has referred to 1996 Lab 
IC SC1048, vriierein the Hon'ble Court has observed that 
in the absence of any obligation, statutorily or otherwise, 
regarding the running of a canteen by the bank and i n the 
absence of any effective control vested in the bank to 
supervise it, the workers in the canteen caimot be said to 
be en 4 )loyees of the bank, the submission made on behalf 
of the bank is fortified by the principle prqx}unded in this 
decision. 

24. For the foregoing reasons, it is concluded that 
the temunation of the workman does not amount to 
retrenchment. Since the workman is not an employee of 
the bank, who was a canteen contractor, he Is nolcovered 
by the definition under Section 2-S of the Act. Accordingly, 
all the three points are decided against the workman and 
in fovour of the bank. 

Point No. IV: 

25. In his affidavit, the workman has namedMangtu 
Ram and Laxmi Narzan Sharma, who were ^pointed after 
his termination as 4th Class. But in his cross-examination, 
he has admitted that in the branch where he was working, 
no fresh hand was recruited after his termination. That 
apart, in support of his plea that fresh appointment was 
made after his termination, he has not submitted any 
documentary evidence. Therefore, the workman has failed 
to prove that after his termination, new hands were 
appointed by the bank without giving him an opportunity 
of employment in contravention of Section 25-H of the 
Act. As such, this point is decided against the workman. 
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Relief 


26. On the evaluation of the evidence adduced by 
bothjthe parties on the record, oral as well as documentaiy, 
it is concluded that the workman is entitled to no relief 

27. a>nsequently. the reference is answered in the 
negative and it is held that the workman is not entitled to 
aity relief His claim is dismissed and it is declared that the 
workman was not employed as a Peon by the non-^plicant 
bank during the period from 1*6-91 to 31-5-95 and the action 
of the bank to terminate him from the service we.f 1 -6-95 
was legal and justified. An award is passed in these terms 
accordingly. 

28. Let a copy of the award be sent to the Central 
Government for publication under Section 17(1) of the 
Act. 

R.C. SHARMA. Presiding Officer. 

M 29 2004 

3320 .—1947 (1947 
^14)^«lTO17 %% 

Tf-2, (Wf 196/1997) ^ 

Wifm ^ t, ^ ^ 29-11-2004 ^ 

IsnSTTI 

EU^.-12012/253/1997-3n^.-3ni. (^-11)] 


New Delhi, the 29th November, 2004 

S.O. 3320 ,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 
196/1997) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, New Delhi. No. II. New Delhi as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
management of Syndicate Bank and their workman, 
received by the Central Government on 29-11-2004. 

[No. L- 12012 / 253 /I 997 -IR(B-n)) 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: CEN1[RAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL -CjUM- 
LABOUR COURT'D, 

NEW DELHI 


IN THE MATTER OF:— 

Sh. Moti Chand Shah, 

S/oLL Sh. Banarsi Shah, 

C/o Sh. Ramesh Kumar Sweeping Dept. 

Richa & Co. 28/2, Ware Housing Scheme, 

Kirti Nagar; New DcIhi-110015. 

\fersus 

The Manager, Syndicate Bank, 

34, DLF Industrial Area, 

Najafgafii Road, Kirti Nagar, 

New Delhi-110015. 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-120012/ 
253/97-IR(B-n) Central Government Dt. 28-1 1-1997 has 
refOTed th© following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the action (rf the management of Syndicate 

Bank in not regularising and then terminating the 

services of the workman Sh. Moti Chand Shah a 

temporary Group D Employee is legal and justtfied? 

If not,Nto \^hat relief the said workman is cirtitled'^? 

That the workman was ai^tointed mi 23-12-1990 on 
daily wages at the rate of Rs. 25/-per d^. The same payment 
of Rs. 25/- per day was increased to Rs. 30/- per day wei. 
the year 1991. That he has been employeed/working Ihr 
eight hours a day which minimum duty of 240 days in a 
year. Ifc is required to work all the d^ with different job 
siich as to suppfy water to the staff to get photostat copies 
for the bank, to clean the cooler and look after the cooler 
and supply water to the same cooler during summer and 
doing all the other miscellaneous job attending to tjie 
requirement of the officers and the staff working in the 
bank. 

That inspite of working for about fiye years wiffi 
eight hours duty and minimum 240 days of woik in ayejar 
he has not been paid the wages for the fiill work of ei^t 
hours in a d^ and as per various judgement of the various 
court he has also become entitled for his regularisation as 
in the case Jagriti Mazdoor Union Vs. Union of India, the 
Ifon'ble Supreme Court has laid down the law that any 
casual woricer who has worked 240 days in a year is entitkd 
for tenqwraiy status and fiill payment of basic and oflier 
allowance. And after rendering three years of contimtous 
service with temporary status the casual worker shall 
become entitled to be treated at par with temporary groiip 
‘D’ employee and thereby entitled to such benifits as ire 
available to the tenqxirarygroiq) ‘D’cnqiloyccsonrc^iar 
basis. 

That wmkman having worked tor mme-than fiveytots 
is neither being paid full pay of the work deme by him nor 
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he has been considered for temporary status and 
consequent treatment at per with temporary group ‘D’ 
‘D’ employees on regular basis inspite of representation 
made. The payment of Rs. 30/- per day is not according to 
the Minimum Wages Act which may also be ordered to be 
paid to the workman. That subsequent upon the filing of 
the petition before A.L.C. (Central), New Delhi on 19-02- 
1996 the workman was discharged from the service by the 
management and the conciliation proce^ngs resulted in 
failure where upon the Central Government referred the 
case to this Hon’ble Tribunal for adjuducation of the 
question “Whether the action of the management of 
Syndicate Bank in not regularising and then terminating 
the services of the workman Sh. Moti Chand Shah, a 
temporary Group ‘D’ employee is legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief the said workman is entitled?” 

The management has filed wrtitten statement In the 
written statement, it has been stated that the Government 
has made the reference in question mechanically without 
application of mind and without considering the facts of 
the case. The reference is bad in Law. There is no post 
called clause ‘D ’ in the Respondent Bank nor the petitioner 
was appointed in any such post in the Respondent Bank. 
The Claim is liable to be rejected on this groimd alone. 

That the p^tioner is not a workman as envisaged in 
Section 2(s) of the ID Act, 1947 and hence no Industrial 
Dispute exists between the petitioner and the Bank. It is 
further submitted that the petitioner was not in the capacity 
of a workman in the Bar^ because there was no post as 
Water-boy or water supplier in the Bank. In fact, neither 
the petitioner submitted any aj^lication for any alleged 
work nor any appointment order was issued by the Bank to 
the petitioner, either temporary or permanent. The petitioner 
cannot partake the character of a workman of the bank. 

It is denied that the petitioner was appointed in the 
Respondent Bank on 23-12-1990 or on any other day on 
daily wages as claimed. In fact, the Delhi Kirti Nagar Branch 
of the Respondent Bank had hired a generator to cope with 
the inadequate supply of electricity. Generally, these 
generators are operated and maintained by a person 
engaged by the Contractor. The Bank pays an agreed sum 
to the Contractor and it is his look out to ensure the 
maintenance and running of the generator whenever 
needed by the Branch. Sh, Moti Chand Shah was working 
under the contractor of generator. He was not employeed/ 
engaged by the Bank. He was attending to the work of 
generator under the supervision and control of the 
contractor. The Respondent Bank’s Branch is having desert 
coolers and water coolers in the permises. These coolers 
have to be cleaned periodically and filled with water 
regularly. As the petitioner Sh. Moti Chand Shah was 
having free some time in between his regular work of 
generator's maintenance and operation, he offered himself 


for watering the coolers in the Branch, when asked by the 
branch. He was doing the work of watering the coolers as 
and when he was getting time and he was paid coolie 
charges for the same. This is a contract for service and not 
contract of service. HSs work was of purely casual nature. 
A fixed sum was being paid as coolie charges for the 
services rendered by the petitioner on day to day basis. 

It is denied that the petitioner was enq)lqyed/w(M'king 
for 8 hours a day and for 240 days in a year. In feet, there 
was no working hour for the petitioner and he was on his 
free will and conveitience to come and go. The only 
condition, which the Respondent Bank imposed on the 
contractor who supplied the generator set on hire, was 
that he should uisure the nirming of the generator set as 
and when required by the re^ndent bank. Thepetitioner 
was engaged and sent by the contractor to fill oil and water 
etc. in the said generatm set and to ensure that the generator 
set is operational a$ there \rare frequent power cuts. It is 
also denied that the petitioner was required to do different 
types of jobs such as to sui^ly water to the staffs to get 
photostat copies for the bank, to clean the coolers and 
kxdr afier the coolers and suf^ly water to the coolers during 
summer and during any other alleged job attending to the 
requirement of the officers and the staff woridng in the 
bank. The e^ire para is wrong. 

It is derued that the petitioner worked for 8 hours a 
d^ and minimum of240 days of work in a year. Therewas 
no question of making any payment for the alleged wages. 
It is further denied that the petitioner is,entitled to 
regularisation in view of the judgement cited by the 
petitioner in this para. It is further denied that the petitioner 
is entitled to benefit of temporary clause empittyees. 
There is no post called Class T)' in the Respondent Bank. 
As submitted above, the Delhi Kirti Nagar Branch of the 
Respondent Bank had hired a generator and the 
petitioner was working under the contractor of the 
generator. He was attending to the work of the generator 
under the supervision and control of the contractor. 
The Branch is having desert coolers and water coolers 
in the premises. These coolers have to be cleaned 
periodically and fflled with water regularly. As the petitioner 
was having some free time in between his regular work of 
graerator's maintonance and operation, he offered himself 
for watering coolers in the Branch. He was doing the work 
of watering in the coolers as and when he was getting time 
and he was paid coolie charges for the same. This is a 
contract for service and not contract of service. His work 
was of purely c^mal nature. A fixed sum was being paid as 
coolie charges for the services rendered by the petitioner 
on day to day basis. The petitioner was however never 
engaged by the Respondent Bank nor he ever worked with 
the Respondent Bank leave alone working for 8 hours in a 
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day and 240 d^s in a year. Rest of the para is wrong and 
denied. 

The management has denied almost all the 
paragraphs of the statement of claim. 

The claimant has filed rejoinder. In his rejoinder, the 
claimant has reiterated the averments of his claim. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on ^e record. It was sidimitted from the side 
of the workman that the workman Moti Chand Shah 
was a regular employee of the management. He was 
working in class-D in the respondent bank. He was 
appointed on 23-12> 1990 inlCitti Nagar Branch. He worked 
for more than 245 days so he is entitled to regularisation It 
was submitted from the side of the management that the 
respondent bank had hired a generatru* to cope up with the 
inadequate siq^ly df electricity. Generally Aese generators 
are opemtod and maintained!^ the contracted. The bank 
pays an agreed sum to the coiuractor and it is his lode out 
to ensure the maintenance and running of the generator 
whenever needed by the branch. Shri Moti Chand Shah 
was working under the contractor of generator. He was 
not employed or engaged by the bank. He was attending 
to the work of generator under the supervision and 
control of the contractor. The bank has desert coolers. 
It was filled with water regularly when the workman 
applicant had extra time. He filled up water in the 
generator. He was not an employee of the bank. He was 
a contractor’s man. No payment to him has been given 
by the bank. Payment has been made to the contractor. 
It was submitted from the side of the workman that on 
16-12-1991, the Chief Manager Syndicate Bank has 
issued a certificate that he knows Shri Moti Chand Shah 
since the last one year. He is found to be very sincere 
and devoted to his assigned duties. I recommended 
that he may be employed in any Govt. Department or 
Corporation. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman 
aj^licant that the Chief Manager has admitted that he was 
working since last one year so he has con:q)leted 240 days 
and he deserves to be regularised. In the certificate, there 
is no mention that he was an enq}loyee of the bank and he 
was working with the bank. This certificate indicates that 
whatever job was assigned to the workman applicant, he 
performed that sincerely and Chief Manager has 
recommended that he may be employed in Govt, or 
Corporation. The Chief Manager has not given the 
certificate that he was employed in the bank. The case of 
the management is that he was a contractor's man and he 
was assigned duty of operating the generators. 

My attention was drawn to 2003 LLR1, the Hon'blc 
Supreme Court has held that the burden df proof to establi^ 
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that the workman has worked for 240 days in 1^ preceding 
twelve calendar months—lies iq}on the wcukman. 
workman has to prove that h&has worked fru: 240 days in 
the last preceding year. 

In JT 1997 (4) SC, 560, the Hon'ble Supreme Cotirt 
has held that daily wager had no right to posts and their 
disengagement is not arbitrary—Since they are temporary 
etiployees working on ^ily wages, their disengagement 
from service cannot be treated lAider the ID Act In AIR 
1994 Supreme Court—1638, theHonble Supreme Court 
has held that in case post is nm sanctioned, an employee 
cannot be regidarised on the ground of240 w^. 

I have perused the entire record. The workman 
applicant has filed no p^r to ^ow that he received miy 
p^mentfrom the bank and he discharged aiQ^ the duties 
of the bank. The management v^tnesses »|adtiediniA^ 
CToss-examination that he was being paid his wages weekly 
for filling the water in the water coolers. There are nopaq^ 
on the record to show that the woilcman applicant has 
discharged the duties of the bank at aiQr time. I tuntspefrijKl 
the law cited by the workman. These are not applicab^ in 
view of the citations referred to above the n^in^em^. 
The workman has failed to prove his case. 

The reference is replied thus:— 

The action of the management Syndicate Bank in 
not regularising and then teiininating the services of the 
worlanan Sh. Moti Chaiid Shah, a temporaiy Group D 
Entployees is legal andjus^hd. The woikirian is notenfr^ 
to.get ary relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Dt. 19-11-2004 

K.N. RAI, Pr^dmg Officer 
29 2004 
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New Delhi, the 29th Novoidjer, 2004 

S.O. 3321,—In pursuance of Section 17 of t^e 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centyd 
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Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 64/95) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court No. 2, New Delhi, as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Lie of India and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 29-11-2004. 

[No. L-17012/54/1994.IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOURCOURT-n, 

NEW DELHI 

Presiding Officer: R.N. Rai 
I.D. No. 64/95. 

In the matter of:— 

Sh. Raghubar Dutt 

Versus 

Lie 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-17012/54/ 
94-IR(B-II) Central Government Dt. 15, May 1995 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. The point 
runs as under :— 

"Whether the action of the management of LIC of 
India, New Delhi in imposing the punishment of 
reduction of basic pay by two stages for a period of 
two years on Sh. Raghubar Dutt, Peon (presently 
working as record clerk) vide order dated 21 -9-91 is 
legal and justified? If not, to what relief is the said 
workman entitled?". 

The claimant has filed statement of claim. In the 
statement of claim, it has been stated that the life insurance 
employees association an affiliated unit of All India Life 
Insurance Employees Association a registered body 
under the Indian Trade Unit act decided to spouse the 
case of Sh. Raghubar Dutt. That the workman above 
named opted for becoming a member of the above named 
life Insurance Employees Association Delhi Division, 
New Delhi and riow he is working under divisional office 
branch unit 11-D, D.O. under respondent No. 1 and as 
such became a regular Member of the association in the 
month of June, 1984, That the workman started enrolling 
successfully and actively as an activist of the above 
named association and thus had enrolled 7 members 


besides himself to its strength during the period w.e.f. 
June, 1984 to June, 1988 from his own unit No. 11-Doflife 
insurance corporation of India. 

That in order to coerce the workman for the purpose 
of putting inched restraint upon him for exercising his right 
to organise form join and associate with a trade union as 
aforesaid and also to engage in conceited activities for the 
purpose of mutual aid and protection amongst the members 
of unkm the management of Life Insurance Corporation 
of India started harassing the workman above named by 
lotting additional work load un-reasonablyiqpon him that 
too without agreeing to the payment of overtime and special 
allowance in view of the workmm's woiidng beyond office 
hours prior to office hours and even on holidays etc. 
besides undertaking work of a special nature beyond the 
scope of his prescribed duty list as a peon. 

this entire game of finding faults on patently false 
reasons flimsy grounds besides trunqieted up allegations 
with malafidc intentions ulterior motive and full of 
arbitrariness and with a view to discourage the workman to 
be an activiUes in his role to add-up to the strength of the 
said union viz., life insurance employees association 
Dellu Division No. 2. 

That the workman filed a reply to the charge sheet 
dated 29-11-84vide his lettvdated 3-1-85 anden^ihaticaliy 
denied the charges point by point in their entirely since 
these were basic^ wrong That the workmm was informed 
vide letter dated 5-2-85 by the management for the purpose 
of holding a domestic enquiry against him for the baseless 
charges levelled against him as per the charges levelled 
against hiih contained in the said charge sheet dated 
29-11-84 and the enquiry was conducted by. 

That in the event of the workman unable to (dace the 
list of witnesses and supporting documents on record on 
that day itself i.e. 20-2-87 despite his dire need to finalise 
the list of witnesses in due consultation with his assisting 
employee Sh. S.S. Jain after screening the requisite 
relevance vis-a-vis the documentary proof in his power 
and possession or/and which were already produced by 
his assisting employee and placed on record it could not 
be 4 )resumed that the workman had nothing to say in his 
defence and finally the enquiry in question was very 
surprisingly and quite suddenly and hurriedly illegally and 
abruptly shown as completed and closed and a confidential 
enquiry report was submitted by the said enquiry officer 
on 10-3-87 with his one word finding proved against each 
of the charges without carring to add anything as logic/ 
reason for each finding on record on the basis of which he 
could authentically assert that allegation was treated as 
proved. 

Besides the above it may also be put on record that 
the workman was mercilessly denied the chances of 
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promotion not once but 4 times during the period w.e.f. 
1986 to 1991. When the selection for up gradation post of 
record clerk was conducted by the Senior Divisional 
Manager the workman candidature was not granted 
promotion on the simple plea that the enquiiy proceedings 
under reference were going on against the workman orthe 
workman appeal was still under consideration of the Zonal 
Manager. 

The management has filed wriuen statement and in 
the written statement, it has been stated that the enrolling 
of the members of the association by the woikman is not 
relevant with the decision of the case. It is denied that the 
Lie management started entrapping the workman on the 
basis of any false allegation. The wofkman was absorbed 
as a peon in the corporation pursuant to the award made 
by the Industrial Tribunal in the year 1981. 

It is denied that by virtue of sincere honest competent 
and satisfactory performance the workman was duly 
considered and absorbed as a peon on regular basis. As 
stated above the workman was taken on the rolls of the 
corporation as a peon as a result of the National Industrial 
T ribunal Award and not on account of what has been stated 
by the workman. 

It is denied that after the enrollment of the workman 
as peon pursuant to the National Industrial Tribunal Award 
of 1981 the performance of the workman has always been 
appreciated and he has been given high laurels by his 
seniors superiors officers and superiors. The management 
stated that the record of the workman is being maintained 
since his enrollment as a peon. There are several instances 
of the workman having rehised to ob^ office instructions 
and/or to perform the offical duties assigned to him. The 
workman Was called upon to explain for his misbehaviour 
with a colleague on 2-5-83. The woikman refused to (^rate 
the franking machine and his explanation was aksed Ibrby 
the assistant branch manager (Administrative) vide letter 
dated 12-6-84 as to why he has refused to operate the 
franking machine which is one of the duties to be performed 
by him. The workman also refused to take the letter issued 
by the branch manager. The workman was called upon to 
explain the misconduct vide letter dated 21-6-84. 

The management further states the dispute being ID 
No. 83/88 in respect of the above charges is already 
pending adjudication before the Central Govt. Industrial 
Tribunal. The management further states that the 
operation of the franking machine comes under the duty 
of the peon. The peons can also be assigned any other 
hob of similar nature which includes the operation of 
duplicating machines (where finances as such are not 
involved). The operation of the duplicating machine is 
also job assigned to a peon. Thus there was no question 
of giving any additional duty. 


It is denied that any overtime charges were payable 
to the workman. It is further denied that the workman was 
given any additional work. It is denied that there has been 
any violation of principle of equal woric and equal pay. The 
instance given 1^ the workmmi has no obligation. Suffice, 
it will be to state that employee is eligible for a ^}ecial 
allowance for oprating the franking machine only if In; 
operates the same for four hours or more in a day. The 
woikman concerned in these proceedings had been and 
was asked to do the said job for 20 to 25 minutes per day. 
Thus there was no question of his becoming entitled to 
any special allowance. 

It is submitted that the workman was served witfi a 
chargesheet dated 29-11 -84 in as much as his conduct was 
in violation of regulation 21 which is punishable under 
regulation 39 of the LIC corporation of India (staff 
regulations 1960). 

The management has stated that the chargs were 
self-explanatory and were substantiated during tl^ cour^ 
of ednquiry. The management further stated that in all 34 
hearings were conducted and the workman was present on 
all the dates. The assisting employee had appeared on 20 
hearings and he chose to be al^nt himself on the rest of 
the hearings. The enquiry proceedings were held ill a fair 
and just manner. The enquiry officer afforded reasonable 
opportunity to the workman lo defend his case fully. The 
woikman participated in the enquiiy and never complained 
of any violation of principles of natural justice. 

It is not true that the reasonable opportunities to 
produce the witness/documents in support of his defence 
were not granted. It is submitted that during the 
proceedings of 29-8-89. The assisting employee had 
demanded two (2) months time for the same but even after 
the lapse of six months the workman could not produce the 
requisite defence in spite of repeated persuations by the 
enquiiy officer during the subsequent proceedings which 
took place as per the details given. 

The following charges were framed against the 
workman:— 

(1) Thaton 16-7-84youthreatenedSh. R,K. Singhmar 
HGA of dire consequences for standing witness 
in the enquiry proceedings against you. 

(2) That on 29-8-84 at about 9.50 A.M. when 
Sh, J.P. Kainath, ABM (A) was issuing 
instructions to sweeper to come in time you 
were advised not to interfere you shouted at 
Sh. J.P. Kainath saying, Mujh see mat uljho. 

(3) That on 30-8-84 you were advis^ to deposit stamp 
fee for age declaration forms in Delhi treasuiy, Tis 
Hazari you left the office at 10.45 A.M. and did 
not report back about the job assigned to you. 


3684 G1/04—39 
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(4) That on 12-9-94 you went to divisional office 
without seeking permission of the competent 
authority. By the commission of the aforesaid 
acts you have acted in a manner prejudical to 
good conduct and have thereby violated 
regulations 21 and 39 of the LIC (staff) Regulations 
1960. 

The workman has filed rejoinder. In his rejoinder, he 
has reiterated the averments of his claim application and 
has asserted that the enquiry was held against the principles 
of natural justice. It was held in English whereas, he does 
not known English, No proper opportunity was given to 
him to cross-examine the witnesses, principles of natural 
justice have not been followed. The management has denied 
almost all the paras of the statement of claim. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. It was submitted from the side of 
the workman that he has not been given opportunity to 
cross-examine the management witnesses. He has not been 
given opportunity to produce witnesses in defence. He 
has no knowledge of Hindi whereas the enquiry has been 
conducted in English so he could not understand the 
language and he could not give proper reply. No opportunity 
was afforded to him to cross-examine. He was not permitted 
to defend his case through a defence lawyer or any 
representative. As sueh, the eniqiry is not proper. Principles 
of natural justice have not been followed. The action of the 
management based on enquiry report is absolutely wrong. 
The enquiry is liable to be set aside. 

Both the parties have adduced evidence in the court 
also and the fairness of the enquiry was not pressed as 
preliminary issue. My attention was drawn to the cross of 
workman. It was admitted by the workman that his 
representative was present all along the enquiry 
proceedings. He has admitted that opportunity was given 
to him and to his representative to cross-examine the 
witnesses of the management. He has always been 
appearing during the enquiry: He understood the enquiry 
proceedings through this representative. He understood 
all the contents of the application before filing the same. 
He gave his application for appointment in English and 
signed the same. He was given five opportunities after the 
conclusion of the evidence of the management to produce 
any defence during that period. 

The cross-c.xamination of the management witnesses 
is reproduced as hereunder:— 

‘'My representative had been appearing in these 
proceedings. The enquiry officer submitted his report after 
the enquiry, on which a show cause notice was received 
b> me. Two increments were stopped as a punishment 


against i^ch I made ^ipeal to the authorities. In the appeal, 
it was ordered that the sttqipage of inaement would be for 
two years. It is wrong to suggest that no opportunity was 
given to me and my representative to cross-examine the 
witness of the management. 1 had always been appearing v 
during the enquiry. 1 used to understand the enquiry 
proceeding by sitting with niy representative throughout. 

I gave two applications in English to the authorities. I used 
to understand all the contents of the application before 
filing the same. It is correct that 1 gave my application for 
appointment in English and signed the same. I did not give 
any objection in writing to the question put to me in the 
interview for my promotion. I have no receipt of the letter 
given by me regarding asking me to sit overtime. I had 
signed the ap>lication which was submitted to the enquiry 
officer for adjoummoit 1 was given five opportunities after 
the condusion of the evidence of the management to 
produce any defence during that period. It is incorrect to 
suggest that I am deposing falsely. It is incorrect that I do 
not understand English language”. 

It was submitted by the management that the 
workman apilicant has admitted that he participated inthe 
enquiry. He understood the proceddings of the enquiry. 
He was given show-cause notice. He understood English. 
He was given opportunities to cross-examine the witnesses 
and he was given five opportunities to defend himself 
Thus, there appears to be no force in the argument of the 
workman applicant. His admission in cross-examination is 
sufficient to lu>Id that the enquiry has been conducted 
according to the principles of natural justice and he has 
been aforded proper opportimity to defend himself. Thus, 
the enquiry is obviously quite fair. No interference is 
required. I have perused the law cited by the workman 
applicant. The law cited by the workman applicant is not 
applicable in the facts and circumstances of the case. I 
have also gone through the enquiry proceedings. Enquiry 
proceedigns are quite fair. The workman applicant is not 
liable to get any relief as prayed for. MW/I has also stated 
in cross-examination that the workman himself had given 
in writing that the matter had been settled with him. Hte has 
produced that letter. 

The reference is replied thus:— 

The action of the management of LIC of India, New 
Delhi in imposing the punishment of reduction of basic 
pay by two stages for a period of two years on Sh. Raghubar 
Dutt, Peon (presently working as record clerk) vide order 
dated 21-9-91 is legal and jusstified. The workman applicant 
is not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Dated I7-11-2004 

R. N, RAI, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3322.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 

3 59/2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central (jovemment 
on 24-11-2004 

[No. L-29012/5/2004-IR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAI^CUM-LABOURCOURT, CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 15th September, 2004 

PRESENT: 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 359/2004 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (I) and sub-section 2(a) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Grasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Division (S) aiKl their workman) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri G. Ramalingam I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The Joint President, . II Party/Management 

Grasim Industries Ltd. 

Grasim Cement Division (S) 

Reddipalayam Post. 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Workman : M/s A.P. Peter Gimasekaran & 

P. Dharmaraj, Advocates 

For the Management : M/s Meenakshisundaram & 
Dwarakanatham, Advocates 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/5/2004-IR (M) dated 
31-03-2004 has referred the following industrial dispute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication:— 

“Whether the claim of Shri Ramalingam fix oontinuify 
of service, regularisation with back wages and all benefits 
against the management of Grasim Industties L^tci, Cement 
Division (South) Reddipalayam, Ariyalur is legal and 
justified? If not, to what relief the workmen are entitled 
to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I. D. No. 359/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties. Even after several notices, the P^tioner has 
not appeared before this Court. The Respondent appeared 
through their advocate and filed Statement of Obj ecti on. 

3. In the statement of objection, the II 
Party/Management has contended that the I 
Party/Workman was never an employee of the II 
Party / Manag ement nor was the II Party/Management his 
employer. It is learnt that the I Party was employed as a 
Helper (unskilled) in various locations by one of the 
contractors of the II Party/Managpment. Further, the I Pmly 
through its union has rmsed iad^Miial ch^ute agakist the 
contractors of Management for payment of boniia, 
minimum wages before this Tribunal m August, 2003 aa4 
the matter is still pending as I.D. No. 109/2003 wd after 
admitting in that industrial dispute that he was an emi^oyeie 
of the contractor, he cannot now be heard to set up a new 
case that he is an employee of the n Party/Nftmageme^. 
Before the minimum wages forum, though the Petitioaer 
has filed an application against the II Party/Management 
and also contractor seeking to pay ‘E’ grade wages as per 
the Cement Wages Settlement dated 14-8-2000 and 
obtained the order. The said order was stayed by the High 
Court in WP. No. 1613 & 1616. of 2004. Therefore, the 
Petitioner always considered himself as an employee of 
the contractor and not as of the II Party/Management and 
therefore, he cannot now be heard to claim that he is an 
employee of the II Party/Managcment. Hence, it prays 
that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

4. In these circumstances, the point for my 
consideration is— 

“To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point 

5. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement. 
The Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner. Further, they have stated that the 
Petitioner and other woikmen have raised a dispute against 
the contractors for payment of bonus and minimum wages 
in I D. No. 109/2003. Under such circumstances, the 
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Respondent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say 
that they are employees of the II Party/Management. 

6 , I find much force in the contention of the 
Respondent because when the Respondent/Management 
denies the relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establish that there is a relatonship of master and servant 
and they are entitled to the benefits of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 In this case, the Petitioner has not appeared 
before this Court to establish his contention that he was 
an employ ee under the II Party/Management and entitled 
to tlic benefits of Industrial Disputes Act, Since he has 
not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to establish his 
ca.se. I find the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief No 
Costs. 


BETWEEN: 

Sri C. Shankar, 

S/oRajaiah, 

C/o R. Yogender Singh, 

H. No. 1-10-100, Temple Alwal, 

Secunderabad- 10 , Petitioner 

AND 

I. The Chief General Manager, O&E, 

Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd., 

Hindustan Bhavan, 

Cherlapally, Rangareddy Distria. 

1 The Director, 

Marketing, 

Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd., 

Mjayawada. ... Respondents 

APPEARANCES: 


7. The reference is disposed of accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15th September, 2004). 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
30 2004 
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New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 
S.O. 3323.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 
148/2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure 
in ihc Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Hindustan Petroleum Corpn. Ltd. 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Gov ernment on 29-11-04 

[No. L-30025/5/2004-IR (M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT:—Shri E. Ismail, B.Sc., L.LB,, Presiding Officer 
Dated 29th day of October, 2004 
IndustrialDisputeL. C. I D, No. 148/2003 


For the Petitioner : M/s. R. Yogender Singh, 

Y Kiran Kumar, K Sunil 
Kishore Goud & B. Pavan 
Kumar, Advocates 

For the Respondent M/s. P.B. Mjay Kumar & 

D. 

Srikanth, Advocates 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2 A (2) of the I.D. 
Act, 1947 in view ofthejudgementof the Hon’ble High 
Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in W.P. No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa and 
M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two others. 

2. The brief facts as mentioned in the petition are; 
That the Petitioner has put in more than 20 years of service. 
That he was issued a charge sheet on 6-2-2000 on an 
allegation of unauthorized absence during the years 1996 
to 2000 for a period of 618 da>%. An enquiry was conducted, 
he was dismissed and his appeal was also dismissed. 
Hence, this petition. That the Petitioner served the 
organization with commitment and honesty towards his 
service. That no proper enquiry was conducted. That 
during the years 1996 to 2000 he had jaundice, struck with 
major accident, he lost his mother and brother. Yet, he was 
dismissed. Hence, the termination order dated 11 -3-2002 
may be held as null and void. 

3. A counter was filed stating that the workman 
was frequently absenting from duties and also overstayed 
of the leave sanctioned. In fact during the period from 
January, 1996 to December, 2000 the workman remained 
on leave for a total of 618 days and since his continued 
absence from the duty was affecting the work on several 
occasions he was cautioned through letters of the 
Respondent to improve himself However, he did not 
improve himself neither by the communications nor by 
the advises during counseling. Even after the issuance of 
the charge sheet for the unauthorized absence the workman 
during the year 2001 -2002 remained unauthorisedly absent 
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for a period of 93 days which goes to show that the 
workman has no respect to the advise given by the 
Respondent establishnient during the counseling and also 
careless and very casual towards his bread earning. Ifence, 
the dismissal may be coidirmed. 

4. A memo was filed conceding that the domestic 
enquiry is validly conducted and arguments were 
advanced under Sec. IIA by both the counsels for 
Petitioner and Respondent respectively. 

5. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitoner is Group ‘D’ employee and has worked for more 
than 20 years with the Respondent. On 6-2-2001 the 
Petitioner was served with a charge sheet alleging that 
from 1996 to 2000 he was absent for 618 days and was 
removed from service on 11-3-2002. That during the above 
said period the Petitioner lost his brother, mother and met 
with an accident apart from having jaundice. That during 
the enquiry these points were left untouched. During the 
enquiry he submitted his medical certificates pertaining to 
the treatment of his leg which was injured in a major 
accident. The accident was borne by the Company on 
credit facility. After recording all these things the period 
of unauthorized absence was reduced to 21 days which is 
evident from the reading of the proceedings of the 
Disciplinary Authority dated 11-2-2002. Thus it is clear 
that the unauthorized absence was only for 21 days and 
the Petitioner was imposed with the punishment of 
discharge. Therefore, it is clear that the Respondents are 
having record of intimation of the absence by the Petitioner 
except for 21 days. Inspite of this, the Respondent 
punished the Petitioner basing on past record pertaining 
to the period w.e.f 1996 to 2000 which is against the law 
laid down in Mahipal Singh Vs. Union on India, SLJ 2002(1) 
CAT (PB) 235, wherein it was held that, “... Disciplinary 
proceedings-Evidence-charged for unauthorized 
absence-pleads he had sent intimation of his sickness, 
this evidenced by staff on duty who acknowledged it— 
still Enquiry Officer by cryptic manner held charge proved 
without considering the defence evidence-Quashed”. The 
Petitioner proved his sickness by establishing that the 
expenditure for the treatment to his fractured leg was made 
by the Respondent. That is why, the period absence was 
reduced to 21 days from 618 days. Even punishing for 
unauthorized absence basing on the past record is bad in 
law. The above contentions are proved if one reads the 
order of the Disciplinary Authority dated 11-3-2002 and 
the appeal of the Petitioner dated 28-4-2002 and the orders 
of the Appellate Authority dated 24-6-2002, Therefore, it 
is conclusively proved that the unauthorized absence is 
not 618 days but 21 days for a period of 5 years and the 
punishment is highly disproportionate and inhuman. 
Hence, he may be reinstated into service with back wages, 
continuity of service etc. 

6 . It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Respondent that even after the issuance of the charge 
sheet the Petitioner remained absent during the year 2001 


and 2002 unauthorisedly for a period of 93 days which 
goes to show that the workman has no respect for the 
advise given by the Respondent organization during 
counseling. Hence, the dismissal order may be upheld. 

7. It may be noted that the charge sheet dated 6-2- 

2001 was issued to him and the enquiry was completed 
and the Enquiry Officer submitted his report on 
12-11-2001. So one thing is clear that he has been issued 
with a charge sheet on 6-2-2001. That was the only month 
when he was not unauthorisedly absent. After that 
practically every month he was unauthorisedly absent 
except June, 2001. No doubt, one has to see only about 
the charge and the enquiry, but the subsequent conduct 
also has to be seen for showing any mercy. I am afraid that 
a person who is so careless has to absent himself for 93 
days inspite of domicile sword hanging on his head, 
although he was given counseling also. But however, 
taking into consideration that he has served the 
organization for more than 20 years. Hence, an award is 
passed holding that the order dated 11-3-2002 of discharge 
is converted into one of compulsory retirement on 11 -3- 

2002 and he will be entitled to all benefits of which a 
compulsorily retired employee is entitled setting aside the 
order of dismissal dated 11-3-2002. He shall be entitled to 
all his retirement benefits which shall be paid within 30 
d^s from the publication of this award failing which he 
will be entitled to 6% interest p.a. after the said period. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 29th day of October, 2004. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Witnesses examined for 
Petitioner the Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 
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New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S..O. 3324,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref. No. 
(332/2004) of the Central Goverrunent Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
10 the management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their 
w orkman, w hich was received by the Central Government 
on 24-11-04 

[No. L-29012/i/2004-IR(M)l 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 15th, September, 2004 
PresentIC JAYARAMAN, 

Presiding Officer 
Industrial Dispute No. 332/2004 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Grasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Di\ ision (S) and their workman) 

Between: 

Sri Subbiramaniyan 1 Party/Petiuoncr 

AND 

The Joint President, II Party Management 

Grasim Industries Ltd. 

Grasim Cement Division (S) 

Rcddipalax am Post. 

Appearance: 

For theWorkman : M/s A. P. PeterGunasekaran & 

P. Dharmaraj, Advocates 

For the Management M/s Meenakshisundaram &. 

Dwarakanatham, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/1/2004-IR(M) dated 
31 -03 -2004 has referred the following industrial dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication;— 

"Whether the claim of Shri Subbiramaniyan for 
continuity of service, regularisation with back wages 
and all benefits against the management of Grasim 
Industries Ltd., Cement Division (South) 
Reddipalayam, Ariyalur is legal and justified? If not, 
to wiiat relief the workmen are entitled to?” 


2. After the receipt of the reference, if was taken on 
file as I.D. No. 332/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has 
not appeared before this Court. The Respondent appeared 
through their advocate and filed Statement of Objection. 

3. In the statement of objection, the II 
Party/Management has contended that the I 
Party/Workman was never an employee of the II 
Party/Management nor was the II Party/Management his 
employer. It is learnt that the I Party was employed ^s a 
Helper (unskilled) in various locations by one of the 
contractors of the 11 Party/Management. Further, the I Party 
through its union has raised industrial dispute against the 
contractors of Management for payment of bonus, 
minimum wages before this Tribunal in August, 2003 and 
the matter is still pending as I.D. No. 109/2003 and after 
admitting in that inckistrial dispute that he was an employee 
of the contractor, he cannot now be heard to set up a new 
case that he is an employee of the II Party/Management. 
Before the minimum wages forum, though the Petitioner 
has filed an application against the II Party/Management 
and also contractor seeking to pay ‘E’ grade wages as per 
the Cement Wages Settlement dated 14-8-2000 and 
obtained the order. The said order was stayed by the High 
Court in W.P. No. 1613 & 1616 of 2004, Therefore, the 
Petitioner always considered himself as an employee of 
the contractor and not as of the II Party/Management and 
therefore, he cannot now be heard to claim that he is an 
employee of the II Party/Management. Hence, it prays 
that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

4. In these circumstances, the point for my 
consideration is— 

“To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point 

5. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement. 
The Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner. Further, they have stated that the 
Petitioner and other workmen have raised a dispute against 
the contractors for payment of bonus and minimum wages 
in I.D. No. 109/2003. Under such circumstances, the 
Respondent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say 
that they are employees of the II Party/Management. 

6 . I find much force in the contention of the 
Respondent because when the Respondent/Management 
denies the relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establish that there is a relationship of master and 
servant and they are entitled to the benefits of Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. In this case, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court to establish his contention 
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that he was an employee under the II Party/Management 
and entitled to the benefits of Industrial Disputes Act. 
Since he has not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to 
establish his case, I find the Petitioner is not entitled to 
any relief No costs. 

7. The reference is disposed of accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15th September, 2004.)* 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
M 30 2004 

•gRT. 3325 —1947 (1947 
^l4)^^^lTri7 % 

333/2004 

wi t, ^ ^ 24-11-04 ^ 3Tn<T 13TT qr I 

[■^T.T^-29012/17/2004-ant-STR. (1«lfil«T)] 
ifto t^o 3WC 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3325.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 
333/2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on24-11-04. 

[No. L-29012/I7/2004-IR (M)J 
B. M. DAVE), Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRffiUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 15th September, 2004 
PRESENT: 

K.. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 333/2004 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Grasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Division (S) and their workman, ] 


BETWEEN: 

Sri Natarajan I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The Joint President, II Party Management 

Grasim Industries Ltd. 

Grasim Cement Division (S) 

Reddipalayain Post. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workman : M/s, A. P. P^er Gunasekaran 

&PDharmaraj, 

Advocates 

For the Management : M/s. Meenakshisundaram 

& Dwarakanatham, 
Advocates. 

AWARD 

The Centraf Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/17/2004“IR(M) dated 
31-03-2004 has referred the following industrial dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication;— 

“Whether the claim of Shri Natarajan for continuity 
of service, rcgularisation with back wages and all 
benefits against the management of Grasim 
Industries Ltd., Cement Division (South) 
Reddipalayam, Ar^alur is legal and justified? If not, 
to what relief the workmen are entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken 
on file as I D. No. 333/2004 and notices were issued to 
both the parties. Even after several notices, the Petitioner 
has not appeared before this Court. The Respondent 
appeared through their advocate and filed Statement of 
Objection. 

3. In the statement of objection, the U 
Party/Management has contended that the I 
Party/Workman was never an employee of the II 
Party/Management nor was the II Party/Management his 
employer. It is learnt that the I Party was employed as a 
Helper (unskilled) in various locations by one of the 
contractors of the li Party/Management. Further, the I 
Party through its union has raised industrial dispute 
against the contractors of Management for payment of 
bonus, minimum wages before this Tribunal in August, 
2003 and the matter is still pending as I:D. No. 109/2003 
and after admitting in that industrial dispute that he was 
an employee of the contractor, he cannot now be heard to 
set up a new case that he is an employee of the II 
Party/Management, Before the minimum wages forum, 
though the Petitioner has filed an application against the 
II Party/Management and also contractor seeking to pay 
‘E’ grade wages as per the Cement Wages Settlement dated 
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14-8-2000 and obtained the order. The said order was 
stayed by the High Court in W.P. No. 1613 «fe 1616 of2004. 
Therefore, the Petitioner always considered himself as an 
employee of the contractor and not as of the II 
Party/Management and therefore, he cannot now be heard 
to claim that he is an employee of the El Party/Management. 
Hence, it prays that the claim maybe dismissed with costs. 

4. In these circumstances, the point for my 
consideration is— 

“To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point:— 

5. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement. 
The Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner. Further, they have stated that the 
Petitioner and other workmen have raised a dispute against 
the contractors for payment of bonus and minimum wages 
in I D, No. 109/2003. Under such circumstances, the 
Respondent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say 
that they arc employees of the II PartyyTvianagement. 

6 . 1 find much force in the contention of the 
Respondent because when the Respondent/Management 
denies the relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establish that there is a relationship of master and 
servant and they are entitled to the benefits of Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. In this case, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court to establish his contention 
that he was an employee under the II Party/Management 
and entitled to the benefits of Industrial Disputes Act. 
Since he has not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to 
establish his case, I find the Petitioner is not entitled to 
any relief No costs. 

7. The reference is disposed of accordingly. 

(Dictated to the PA., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15th September, 2004.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
fe#, 30 2004 

^.3Tr. 3326—1947 (1947 

^i4)^qRn7 %Trrf^ 

aflT "3^ °l)H°t-> l < l ’ % -sfN, 


337/2004) ^ 

t,^ 24-11-04 ^ «n I 

[^.t3r^-29012/25/2004-aTT^.3tR. 

■«rto ■Q[JTo 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2(X)4 

S.O. 3326.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 
337/2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 24-11-2004. 

[No.L-29012/25/2004-IR(M)] 
B,. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXUKE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 15th September, 2004 
PRESENT: 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 337/2004 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Grasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Division (S) and their workman.] 


BETWEEN: 


Sri K. Ravi 

I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The Joint President, 
Grasim Industries Ltd. 

II Party/Management 

Grasim Cement Division (S) 

Reddipalayam Post. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Workman 

: M/s. A. P Peter Gunasekaran 
& P. Dharmaraj, Advocates. 


For the Management M/s.Meenakshisundaram&. 

Dwarakanatham, Advocates. 





['Unn—3(n)] 
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AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/25/2004-IR(M) dated 
30-04-2004 has referred the following iridustrial dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication;— 

“Whether the claim of Shri Ravi for continuity of 
service, regularisation with back wages and all 
benefits against the management of Grasim 
Industries Ltd,, Cement Division (South) 
Reddipal^am, Ariyalur is legal and justified? If not, 
to what relief the workman are entitled to7’ 

2. Alter the receipt of the reference, if was taken on 
file as I D. No. 337/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has 
not appeared before this Court. The Re^xsident appeared 
through their advocate and filed Statement of (Ejection. 

3. In the statement of objection, the II 
Party/Management has contended that the I 
Party/Workman was never an employee of the II 
Party/Management nor was the II Party/Management his 
employer. It is learnt that the I Party was employed as a 
Helper (unskilled) in various locations by one of the 
contractors of the li Party/Management. Further, the I 
Party through its union has raised industrial dispute 
against the contractors of Management for payment of 
bonus, minimurh wages before this Tribunal in August, 
2003 and the matter is still pending as I.D. No. 109/2003 
and after admitting in that industrial dispute that he was 
an employee of the contractor, he cannot now be heard to 
set up a new case that he is an employee of the II 
Party/Management. Before the minimum wages forum, 
though the Petitioner has filed an application against the 
II Party/Management and also contractor seeking to pay 
‘E’ grade wages as per the Cement Wages Settlement dated 
14-8-2000 and obtained the order. The said order was 
stayedby tie High Court in W.P No. 1613 & 1616 of2004. 
Therefore, the Petitioner always considered himself as an 
employee of the contractor and not as of the II 
Party/Management and tho-efore, he cannot now be heard 
to claim that he is an en^loyee of the II Party/Management. 
Hence, it prays that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

4. In these circumstances, the point for my 
consideration is— 

“To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point:— 

5. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement 
The Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner. Further, they have stated that the 
Petitioner and other workmen have raised a dispute against 


the contractors for payment of bonus and minimum wages 
in I D. No. 109/2003. Under such circumstances, the 
Responefent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say 
that they are employees of the II Party/Management. 

6. 1 find much force in the contention of the 
Impendent because when the Respondent/Management 
denies the relati<Miship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establish that th^e is a relatonship of master and servant 
and they are entitled to the benefits of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. In this case, the Petitioner has not appeared 
before this Court to establish his contention that he was 
an employee under the II Party/Management and entitled' 
to the benefits of Industrial Disputes Act. Since he hasi 
not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to establish hiS; 
case, I find the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief. No 
Costs. 

7. The reference is disposed of accordingly, 

(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and ty]^ by hin^ 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court oil th^ 
day the 15th September, 2004.) 

■ -i', 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
M 30 2004 

3Tr. 3327 —1947 (1947 
^14)^t|R117 if, 

338/2004 ) ^ 

t,-ait ^ 24-11-04 ^ ^ I 

[^. 1^-29012/26/2004-3n^.3:R. (fqf^) ] 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3327.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award Ref. No. 
(338/2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure hi 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relatioh 
to the management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on24-ll-04. 

[No. L-290I2/26/2004-IR (M)l 
B. M DAVID, Under Secy 


3684 G1/04—40 
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ANNEXUKE 

BEFGI«:TBE OmilALGOVEKVMEN^ 
INDUSTRIALllUBUNAL-Cmi-LABOtJRCOIJRT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 15th, September, 2004 
PRESENT; 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
Industrial Dispute No. 338/2004 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of Sub-section (I) and Sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Giasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Division (S) and their workman. ] 

BETWEEN; 

SriP. Selvarasu 

IParty/Petitioner 

AND 

The Joint President, II Party/Management 

Grasim Industries Ltd. 

Grasim Cement Division (S) 

Reddipalayam Post. 

APPEARANCES: 

For theWorkman -. M/s. A. P. Peter Gunasekaran 
&P. Dharmaraj, 

Advocates. 

For the Management : M/s. Meenakshisundaram & 
Dwarkanatham, Advocates. 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/26/2004-IR(M) dated 
30-04-2004 has referred the following industrial dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication:— 

“Whether the claim of Shri Selvarasu for continuity 
of service, regularisation with back wages and all 
benefits against the management of Grasim 
Industries Ltd., Cement Division (South) 
Reddipalayam, Ariyalur is legal and justified? If not, 
to what relief the workmen is entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, if was taken on 
file as I D. No. 338/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has 
not appeared before this Court. The Respondent app>eared 
through their advocate and filed Statement of Objection. 

3. In the statement of objection, the II 
Party/Management has contended that the I 
Party/Workman was never an employee of the II 
Party/Management nor was the II Party/Management his 
employer. It is learnt that the I Party was employed as a 
Helper (unskilled) in various locations by one of the 
contractors of the II Party/Management. Further, the I 


Party through its union has raised industrial dispute 
against the contractors of Management for payment of 
bonus, minimum wages before this Tribunal in August, 
2003 and the matt» is still pending as I D. No. 109/2003 
and after admitting in that industrial dispute that he was 
an employee of the contractor, he carmot now be heard to 
set up a new case that he is an employee of the II 
Party/Management. Before the minimum wages forum, 
thou^ the Petitioner has filed an application against the 
n Party/Management and also contractor seeking to pay 
‘E* gr^de wages as per the Cement Wages Settlement dated 
14-8-2000 and obtained the order. The said order was 
st^edbytheHigh Court in W.P. No. 1613 & 1616 of2004. 
Therefore, the Petitioner always considered himself as an 
employee of the contractor and not as of the II 
Paily/Managanrat and therefore, he cannot now be heard 
to claim that he is an employee of the II Par^/Management. 
Hence, it prs^ that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

4. In these circumstances, the point for my 
consideration is— 

' “To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point:— 

5. Even after several notices, the Pctitioiter has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement, 
llie Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner. Further, they have stated that the 
Petitioner and otl^ workmen have raised a dispute against 
the contractors ftrr payment of bonus and minimum wages 
in I.D. No. 109/2003. Under such circumstances, the 
Respondent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say 
that they are employees of the II Party/Management. 

6 . I find much force in the contention of the 
Respondent because when the Respondent/Management 
denies the relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establish that there is a relationship of master and 
servant and they are entitled to the benefits of Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. In this case, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court to establish his contention 
that he was an employee under the II Party/Management 
and entitled to the benefits of Industrial Disputes Act. 
Since he has not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to 
establish his case, I find the Petitioner is not entitled to 
any relief No costs. 

7. The reference is disposed of accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15th September, 2004 .) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 


['IFTn—’STJ^ 3(ii)] 
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30 W3R, 2004 

3328,—1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ «<«bl< UlRw 5^1^ 

f^. % "3^% cr>4«r)i^l* % 4V'^, 

ii 3?hatfn^ l^rar^ %3ft^ ^fhsitfn??? 

irm 339/2004) ^ U'+)irvi?i 

c^t,-5fr%3(k‘?T^^24-11-2004 ^3rRT^3;TT«ni 
[^O T^-29012/27/2004-3Tlf.3TR.(fqrfw)] 
aft'O ^(cjS, 2R'^^ 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3328.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 
339/2004) of the Central (jovemment Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court Chennai, as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on24-l 1-2004. 

[No. L-29012/27/2004-IR (M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL SOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 15th September, 2004 
PRESENT: 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 339/2004 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between the 
Management of Grasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Division (S) and their workmen). ' 

BETWEEN: 

SriS . Muruganantham I Party/Petitioner 

AND 

The Joint President, ; II Party/Management 
Grasim Industries Ltd. 

Grasim Cement Division(S) 

Reddipalayam Post. 


APPEARANCE: 

For the Workman : M/s. A.P Peter Gunasckaran 

& P. Dharmaraj,-Advocates 

For the Management M/s. Meenakshisundaram &. 

Dwarakanatham, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/27/2004 -IR(M) dated 
30-04-2004 has referred the following industrial dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication:— 

“Whether the claim of Shri Muruganantham tor 
continuity of service, regularisation with bai^ 
wages and all benefits against the management 
of Grasim Industries Ltd., Cement Division (SoKh) 
Reddipalayam, Ariyalur is legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I D. No. 339/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has 
not appeared before this Court. The Respondent appcattd 
throu^ their advocate and filed Statement of objection. 

3 . In the statement of objection, the II Party/ 
Management has contended diat the I Ruty/Woflonan was 
never an employee of the II Paity/Managcment nor was 
the 11 Party/Management his employer. It is feamt that the 

I Party was employed as a Helper (unskilled) in various 
locations by one of the contractors of the II 
Party/Management. Further, the I Party through its union 
has raised industrial dispute against the contractors of 
Management for payment ofbonus,mininumi wages before 
this Tribunal in August, 2003 and the matter is still pending 
asI.D. No. 109/2003 and after admitting in that industrial 
dispute that he was an employee of the contractor, he 
cannot now be heard to set up a new case that he is an 
emi^oyee of the II Party/Mana^meirt. Before the minimum 
wages forum, though the Petitioner has filed an application 
against the II Party/Management and also contractor 
seeking to pay ‘E’ grade wages as per the Cement Wages 
Settlement dated 14-8-2000 and obtained the order. The 
said order was stayed by the High Court in W.P No. 1613 
& I616of2004. Therefore, the Petitioner alw^ considered 

himself as an employee of the contractor and not as of the 

II Party/Management and therefore, he cannot now be heard 
to claim that he is an en^loyee of the II Party/Management. 
Hence, it prays that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

4. In these circumstances, the point for my 
consideration is:— - 

“To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 
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Point:— 

5 Even after several notices, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement. 
The Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and the Petitioner. Further, they stated that the 
Petitioner and other worionen have raised a dispute against 
the contractors for payment ofbonus and minimum wages 
in I.D. No. 109/2003. Undpr such circumstances, the 
Respondent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say that 
they are employees of the II Party/Management. 

6 . I find much force in the contention of the 
Respondent because when the Respondent/Management 
denies the relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establish that there is a relationshh) of master and servant 
and they are entitled to the benefits of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. In this case,the Petitioner has not appeared 
before this Court to establish his contention that he was 
an employee under the II Party/Management and entitled 
to the benefits of Industrial Disputes Act. Since he has 
not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to establish his 
case, I find the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief No 
Costs, 

7. The reference is disposed of accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15th September, 2004.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
^ feft, 30 2004 

■^.3ir. 3329.— 1947 (1947 

^14)^ mn 17 % % 

3/98) ^ t, ■sfr ^ 29-11- 

2004 ^ jqr I 

[TTo T^-12012/207/97-3TT^,^(^. II)] 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3329.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Go\ ernment hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 3/98) of 
the Labour Court, Kozhikode, as show'n in theAnnexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the management of 
S\ ndicatc Bank and their workmen, received by the Central 
Govcrnnicnl on 29-11-2004. 

[No. L-120l2/207/97-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 


ANNEXtlRE 

lNimiABOlIRCOlJRr,KQZHlKODE,KEI^^ 

S1ATE 

Dated this the 15th day of October, 2004. 
PRESENT: 

SHRIK. BALASUBRAMANIAN, B.CCXid., LL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

LD.(C)No.3/98 

Between: 

The Deputy General Manager, ... Management 

Syndicate Bank, Zonal Office, 

.Sasthamangalam, 

Tiivandrum-673001. 

AND 

ShiiK.Chandradasan, ...Workman 

Koduvayil ^fcedu, 

Kanivanthunitl^^ 

Feroike,CaUcul 

REPRESENIAITONS: 

Sri E.M. >fijayan. Advocate, ... For Management 

Calicut 

Sri K. Honachandran, ... For Workman 

Advocate, Calicut 

AWARD 

This reference was made by the Government of India, 
Ministry of Labour as|>er Order No. L-12012/207/97/IR (B- 
II) dated 23-02-1998 to adjudicate the dispute raised by the 
workman challenging the action of his management Bank 
in terminating his services on the guilt of unauthorised 
absence from duty. 

2 . The workman under reference was employed as 
an attender at the Calicut Main Branch of the Management 
Bank. The management bank terminated his services for 
unauthorised absence from duty by invoking the relevant 
provisions of bipartite settlement treating him as voluntarily 
retired from the service of the Bank. 

This reference has been made to adjudicate the issue 
as to the justifiability of the action of the management. 

3. In pursuance of the notices issued from this Court 
both parties appeared and filed their respective statements. 
The gist of the claim statement filed by the workman is as 
follows:— 

4. The workman joined the service of management 
as an attender on 15th January, 1974. During 1991-92/1992- 
93, the workman was forced to avail Medical leave on 
account of continuous ill-health. From 16-11-1992 onwards 
the worker was under the treatment of an Ayurvedic 
physician for a period of 181 days. The fact of aillment was 
informed to the Management by forwarding a leave 
application along with Medical Certificate. But without 
considering the leave application the management treated 
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him as voluntarily retired from service from 17-4-1993 and 
issued a letter in that regard. The services were terminated 
without framing any charges or hearing the worker which 
amounts to flagrant violation of principles of natural justice. 
The requests for reinstatement in service were also met 
with deaf ears of the management. The entire action of the 
management is against all cannons of law, natural justice 
and fair play and the same amounts to victimisation and 
unfair labour practice. Therefore, the w'orkman prays for 
passing an Award directing the management to reinstate 
him with continuity in service with attendent service 
benefits. 

5. The case of the management is that the workman 
was highly irregular in attending duties. The case of the 
workman that during the year 1991-92 and 1992-93 he was 
on Medical leave on account of continuous ill-health is 
false. The workman was in the habit of absenting from 
duty without intimation or sanction of leave which is self 
evident from the various letters referred to in the counter 
statement. This has considerably affected the functioning 
of the branch and the service of customers. On so many 
occasions Bank had intimated that disciplinary action will 
be initiated for his irresponsible acts. On all those occasions 
workman used to project some excuses to justify his 
absence, when the workman again resorted to such practice 
by unlawfully absenting from duties from 17-4-1993, two 
letters were sent in his residential address. They were 
returned unclaimed. Since the employee was mis-utilising 
the leave provision and absenting from duty un- 
authorisedly, the Management, invoked Clause 17A of 
bipartite settlement and terminated his service treating him 
to have voluntarily retired from employment. Leave 
application was submitted only after his name was remov’ed 
from the rolls. The workman was not remo\'ed from the 
rolls as punishment or disciplinary action. There is no denial 
of natural justice and the workman is not entitled for 
reinstatement in service. 

6 . A detailed rejoinder was also filed attacking the 
order of discharge from service mainly alleging infrigement 
of fair-play and natural justice, It is also contended that the 
action of the management without conducting a domestic 
enquiry is high-handed and unlawful. 

7. The evidence consists of oral evidence of the 
worker when examined as WWl andExts. Ml toM16. 

8 . The points for consideration are ‘Whether the 
impugned action of the management is in accordance with 
law? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled?’ 

9. Points:—It could be seen from the evidence that 
the worker in this case joined the service of the 
Management Bank as an attender in the year 1974. While 
so he absented from duty from 16-11-1992 without leave or 
sanction of the management. So the Bank sent a telegram 
requesting the workman to join duty followed by Ext. M12 
letter dated 22-12-1992 calling upon him to join duty within 
7 days of the receipt of the registered letter lest to face 
disciplinary action. A similar registered letter was also 


sent from the Regional Office of the Bank as evidenced by 
Ext. M16 dated 13-1-1993. Both letters were returned 
unserved with the postal endorsement ‘Intimation Served’. 
Since the worker did not respond to the letters, invokutg 
Clause 17A of the bipartite s^ement, the Bank, alle^dly 
sent a notice dated 17-3-1993 calling upon the worker to 
report back for work within thirty days treating his absence 
as unauthorised. It appears that by the time the worker 
had absented for more than 120 (%s consecutively. Since 
the worker did not report for duty in obedience to the notice, 
his name was removed from the rolls of the Bank w.e.f. 17- 
4-1993 treating him to have been voluntarily retired from 
service and this was communicated to the workman as per 
letter dated 6-5-1993. On receipt of this letter workman sent 
Ext. M2 reply (Copy) along wiffi Ext. MI medkal certificaite 
issued by an Ayurvedic Physician highlighting the reasons 
for absence. According to the workman he was under the 
treatment of an Ayurvedic Physician for severe rheumatic 
complaint (Peralisis—^Partial) during the days. Workman 
further sought for review of the order of removal of his 
name from the rolls. The workman also stated in his rqjly 
that his illness was informed to the Bank and that the letters 
issued by the Bank did not reach his hands in time on 
account of some domestic problems. 

10. Theimpugedactionwastakenbyinvokingclmise 
17(a) of the bipartite settlement produced in Court for 
reference. Clause 17(a) read thus. 

“When an employee absents himself from work for a 
period of 90 or more consecutive days, without 
submitting any application for leave or for its 
extension of without any leave to his credit or 
beyond the period of leave sanctioned originally/ 
subsequently or when there is satisfactory evidence 
that he has taken up employment in India or when 
the management is reasonably satisfied that he has 
no intention of joining duties, the management may 
at any time thereafter give a notice to the employee 
at his last known address calling upon him to report 
for duty within 30 days of the date of the notice, 
stating inter-alia the grounds for coming to the 
conclusion that the emploj^ee has no intention of 
joining duties and furnishing necessary evidence, 
where available. Unless the employee reports for 
duty within 30 days of the notice or given an 
explanation for his absence within the said period of 
30 days satisfying the management that he.has not 
taken up another employment or avocation and that 
he has no intention of not joining duties, the 
employee will be deemed to have voluntarily retired 
from the bank’s service on the expiry of the said 
notice. In the evient of the employee submitting a 
satisfactory reply, he shall be permitted to report for 
duty thereafter within 30 days from the date of tile 
expiry of the aforesaid notice without prejudice to 
the bank’s right to take any action under the law or 
rules of service.” 
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11. It is only when the workman was unauthorisedly 
absents from duty unreasonably for a period of more than 
120 days consecutively, it would be open to the Bank to 
have terminated his serviees invoking this elause, 

12. In this ease there is nothing on record to show 
that the management had issued any such notice to the 
employee to report for duty within 30 days of date of 
notice m accordance with the relevant clause in the bipartite 
settlement Instead, the management has only produced a 
document evidencing the intimation of final decision for 
removal of the name of the worker from the rolls. Thus the 
additional benefit of the employee to receive show' cause 
notice even in the case of the unauthorised absence is 
violated and therefore the action of the Bank may not 
stand to legal scrutiny. 

13. The worker in this case was almost a regular 
absentee from the time he joined serv ice could be seen 
from Ext M3 and Ml 5, maybe on account of reasons as 
stated by him. It could further be seen from the materials 
on record that the Bank was very much considerate towards 
him on former occasions. The worker is out of service for 
more than a decade. He has crossed the age of 50. Taking 
into account all these events and circumstances it may not 
be proper to order reinstatement in service. Instead the 
interest of the worker could be served by directing the 
management to pay Rs. 50,000/- as lumpsum compensation 
in lieu of reinstatement so that it will enable the workman 
to re-habilitatc himself by seeking suitable avocation. It is 
also make clear that this amount will be in addition to the 
service benefits due to the worker. 

14. In the result, an Award is passed holding that 
the impugned action of the management in treating the 
services of the worker under reference as voluntarily retired 
w.c.f 17-4-1993 is not legal and justifiable The management 
is directed to pay a lumpsum amount of Rs. 50,000/- as 
compensation in lieu of reinstatement in addition to the 
service benefits paid or payable to the w orker. 

Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, transcribed 
by her, revised, corrected and passed by me on the 15th 
day of October, 2004. 

K, BALASUBRAMANIAN, Presiding Officer 

APPENDIX: 

Witnesses examined on the side of the workman :— 

WW1 Chandras. 

Witnesses examined on the side of the Management;— 
NIL 

Documents marked on the side of the Workman :— 

NIL 

Documents marked on the side of the Management:— 

Ext. Ml Medical Certificate issued by Dr. 

Yatheendradas Pallath lo the worker on 
16-5-1993. 


Ext. M2 

Copy of letter sent by the worker to the Dy. 
General Manager, Syndicate Bank, Zonal 
Office, Trivandrum on 20-5-1993. 

Ext.M3 

Copy of letter sent by the worker to the Dy. 
General Manager, Syndicate Bank, Zonal 
Office Trivandrum on 20-5-1993 issued by 
Manager, Syndicate Bank, to the workman 
widi acknowledgment dt. 21-4-1983. 

ExL’M4 

Copy of letter sent by the worker to the Dy. 
General Manager, Syndicate Bank, Zonal 
Office, Trivandrum on 20-5-1993 issued by 
Manager, Syndicate Bank, to the workman 
with acknowledgement dt. 7-6-1984. 

ExLM5 

Letter written by the workman to the 
Manager, Syndicate Bank dt. 15-6-1984. 

Ext.M6 

Letter written by the workman to the 
Manager, Syndicate Bank dt. 6-11-1987. 

EXLM7 

Letter by Manager, Syndicate Bank, 
Cherootty Road, to Asstt. General Manager, 
Zonal Office, Trivandrum and enclosed letter 
written by workman. 

Ext.M8 

Office communication ack. by workman 
dt. 6-6-1991, 

EXLM9 

: Leave application submitted by workman 
dt 22-1-1992. 

Ext. M10 

Copy of letter issued to workman with postal 
acknowledgement dt 24-2-1992. 

ExLMll 

Letter written by worlenan dt. 3-7-1992. 

Ext. M12 

; Letter issued to workman, cover with 
acknoledgement returned dt. 22-12-1992. 

Ext. M13 

Copy of letter written by Management to 
workman and postal acknowledgement 
dt 20-6-1992. 

ExLMU 

Letter written by workman to manager. 
Syndicate Bank dt. 15-6-1984, 

ExLMlS 

: —do—dt 234-1984, 

Ext.M16 

Copy of letter issued by Management to 
workman and cover retume d dt. 13-1-1993. 


30 2004 

3^r. 3330.—1947 

(1947 ^ 14) ^ ^ 17 % 

WTT 364/2004 ) 

^ 24 - 11 - 2004 .#^ 

^33T«ni 

[370 1^-29012/19/2004-aTT?.37K.(f^«r) ] 
sfl.TlTT. 'SsraR 3Tf^ 
New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 
S.O. 3330.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
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Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 364/ 
2(i04)of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court Chennai, as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
24-11-2004. 

[No. L-29012/19/2004-IR (M)] 
B.M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CimiULGOVERP»JMENT 
INDUSTl«ALTRroiJNALClJM-LABOmCX)IJKr, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday,the ISthScptember,2004 
FRESe^ 

K. JAYARAMAN 
Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 364/2004 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Grasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Division (S) and the workman). 

Between 

Sri P. Annanthan : I Party/Petitioner 

And 

The Joint President, : II Party/Management 
Grasim Industries Ltd. 

Grasim Cement Drvision(S) 

Reddipalayam Post. 

Appearance: 

For the Workman : M/s. A.P. Peter (junasekaran 

&P. Dharamaraj, Advocate 

For the Management : M/s. Meenakshisundaram & 

Dwarakanatham, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/19/2004-IR(M) dated 
31-03-2004 has refenedthe following industrial dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication:— 

“Whether the claim of Shri Annanthan for 
continuity of service, regularisation with back 
wages and all benefits against the management 
of Grasim Industries Ltd., Cement Division (South) 
Reddipalayam, Ariyaliiris legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D. No. 364/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has 
not appeared before this Court. The Respondent appeared 
through their advocate and filed Statement of Objection. 


3. In the statement of objection, the II Party/ 
Management has contended that the I Party/Workman was 
never an employee of the II Party/Management nor was 
the n Party/Management his employer. It is learnt that the 
I Party was employed as a Helper (unskilled) in various 
locations by one of the contractors of the II 
Party/Management. Further, the I Party through its union 
has raised industrial dispute against the contractors of 
Management for payment of bonus, nunimum wages before 
this Tribunal in August, 2003 and the matter is still pending 
asLD. No. 109/2003 and after admitting in that^dustrial 
dispute that he was an employee of the contractor, he 
cannot now be heard to set up a new case that he is an 
employee of the n Party/Management. Before the minimum 
wages forum, though the Petitioner has filed an application 
against the II Party/Management and also contractor 
seeking to pay ‘E’ grade wages as per the Cement Wages 
Settlement dated 14-8-2000 and obtained the order. The 
said order was stayed by the High Court in W.P. No. 1613 
& 1616 of2004. Therefore, the Petitioner always donsidered 
himself as an employee of the contractor and not as of the 
H Party/Management and therefore, he caimot now be heard 
to claim that te is an employee of the n Party/Management. 
Hence, it prays that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

4. In these circumstances, the point for rijy 
considerationis — 

“To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point:— 

5. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement. 
The Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and the Petitioner. Further, they have stated that the 
Petitioner and other workmen have raised a dispute against 
the contractors for payment of bonus and minimum wages 
in I.D. No. 109/2003. Under such circumstances, the 
Respondent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say that 
they are employees of the II Party/Management. 

"6. I find much force in the contention of the 
Respondent because when the Respondent/Management 
denies the relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establish that there is a relationship of master and servant 
and they are entitled to the benefits of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. In this case,the Petitioner has not appeared 
before this Court to establish his contention that he was 
an employee under the II Party/Management and entitled 
to the benefits of Industrial Disputes Act. Since he has 
not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to establish his 
case, I find the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief No 
Costs. 

7. The reference is disposed of accordingly. 
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(Dictated to the PA., transcribed and Uped by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15lh September, 2004.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
30 2004 

■^.331. 3331.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ 

37^^ A 1¥^ mm skitfw 

%'qw (Tty'll 373/2004) 

^ y^-ini>lc1 wtt, 24“ 11-2004 

^37] 54T! 

[77o 7Ter-29012/2/20O4-3TT.37R.(f^?7)] 

^.■qrr. 3T^ 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3331. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 373/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribimal/cum-Labour 
Court, Chennai, as shown in the Armexure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Grasim Industries Ltd. and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
24-ll-2(XW, 

[No. L-29012/2/2004-IR (M)] 
B.M. DAVID, Under Secy, 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 15th September. 2004 
PRESENT 
K. JAYARAMAN, 

Presiding Officer 
Industnal Dispute No. 373/2004 
(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Grasim Industries Ltd. Grasim Cement 
Di\ ision (S) and their workman). 

Between 

Sri V Samivel I Party/Pctitioner 

And 

The Joint President, II Party/Management 

Grasim Industries Ltd. 

Grasim Cement Division(S) 

Reddipalayam Post. 

Appearance: 

For the Workman M/s. A.P. Peter Glunasekaran 

& P Dharamaraj. Advocate 


For the Management M/s. Meenakshisundaram & 

Dwarakanatham, Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Order No. L-29012/2/2004-IR(M) dated 
31-03-2004 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication:— 

“Whetherthe daimofShri Samivel for continuity 
of service, regularisation with back wages and all 
benefits against the management of Grasim 
Industries Ltd., Cement Division (South) 
Reddipalayam, Ariyalur is legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D, No. 373/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parlies. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has 
not appeared before this Court. The Respondent appeared 
through their advocate and filed Statement of Objection. 

3. In the statement of objection, the II Party/ 
Management has contended that the I Party/Worionan was 
never an employee of the II Party/Management nor was 
the II Party/Management his employer. It is learnt that the 

I Party was employed as a Helper (unskilled) in various 
locations by one of the contractors of the II 
Party/Management. Further, the I Party' through its union 
has raised industrial dispute against the contractors of 
Management for payment of bonus, minimum wages before 
this Tribunal in August, 2003 and the matter is still pending 
as I.D. No. 109/2003 and after admitting in that industrial 
dispute that he was an employee Of the contractor, he 
cannot now be heard to set up a new case that he is an 
emjdoyee of the II Party/Management. Before the minimum 
wages forum, though the Petitioner has filed an application 
against the II Party/Management and also contractor 
seeking to pay ‘E’ grade wages as per the Cement Wages 
Settlement dated 14-8-2000 and obtained the order. The 
said order was stayed by the High Court in W.P. No. 1613 
& 1616 of2004. Therefore, the Petitioner always considered 
himself as an employee of the contractor and not as of the 

II Party/Management and therefore, he cannot now be heard 
to claim that he is an employee of the II Party/Management. 
Hence, it prays that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

M. In these circumstances, the point for my 
considerationis:— 

“To what relief the Petitioner is entitled?” 

Point:— 

5. Even after several notices, the Petitioner has not 
appeared before this Court nor filed his Claim Statement. 
The Respondent in its statement of objection clearly stated 
that there is no relationship of master and servant between 
them and the Petitioner. Further, they stated that the 
Petitioner and other workmen have raised a dispute against 
the contractors for payment of bonus and minimum wages 
in I D. No. 109/2003. Under such circumstances, the 
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Respondent contended that they have admitted in the 
said applications that they were employees of the 
contractors and they cannot now turn around and say that 
they are employees of the U Party/Mana^ment. 

6 . I find much force in the contmition of the 
Respondent because when the Re^ndent/Managmnent 
denies the relationship of master and servant between 
them and Petitioner, it is the bounden duty of the Petitioner 
to establi sh that there is a rdationship of master and servant 
and they are entitled to the*benefits of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. In this case.the Petitioner has not appkred 
before this Court to establish his contention that he was 
an employee under the II Party/Management and entitled 
to the benefits of Industrial Disputes Act. Since he has 
not chosen to appear before this Tribunal to establish his 
case, I find the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief No 
Costs. 

7. The reference is disposed of accordingly. 

(Dictated to the PA., transcribed and typed by him, 

corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 15th September, 2004.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 
^ 30 2004 

^.3ir. 3332.—1947 (1947 
^ 3TTT) 

RctO-II % Tms 

14/1995) ^ iranfw t, ^ 

24 ~ 11-2004 ^ THRI «IT I 

[•Ro T3;cT-1 l012/9/94-371^.'31R(1^tfiT«l) ] 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3332,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 14/95) 

of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum-Labour 
Court,New Delhi-II, as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of International Airports Authority of India 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Gov ernment on 24-11 -2004. 

[No. L-I l012/9/94-IR(M)l 
B.M DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFDRE THEPRESroiNGOmCERCENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM- 

LABOUR, COURT-n, RAJENDRABHAWAN, 
GROUND FLOOR, RAJENDRA PLACE,NEW DELIA 
Presiding Officer 
R.N.RAI 
ID, No. 14/95 
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In Ihe matter of:— 

SkA^Yadav 

Verms 

lAAJ. 

/miSD 

TheMimstiyttfLaibour by its letter No. L-n012/9/ 
94-IR (VIVIDH) Central Government Dt. 2-01-1995 has 
re&ned die foUowing point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether Shri A.S. Yadav and 50 others (as per die 
list enclosed) were the workmen of International 
Aiipmts Authority of India? ff so, whether the action 
of the Aifport Director of I. A.A.I.. New Delhi in 
temunadagdieir services w.e.f 31-05-1993 isjustified? 
If not, to whatielief the worianan is entitled to.** 

The claimant has filed statement of claim. In die 
statement of claim, it has been stated that a civil suitwm 
filed by the workmen for obtaining injunction order but it 
was revealed that the civil suit in such a case does not tie. 
Thereafter a writ petition was also filed by the concenmd 
workman in the High Court of Delhi, which was also not 
piessedasthe labour court has got the jurisdiction to tty 
and entertain the case. That on 8-2-95, the concerned 
workmen received a letter from tlw Executive Director <rf 
E.A.T.S. re garding the re-empl(tyment which was duly 
replied by the concerned woriemen rejecting the said offer 
on the ground that the workmen were not the security 
guards and are entiUed for their reinstatement with full 
back wages and all other attendent benefits from the 
management E.A.T.S. who has retrenched them on the 
instigation of I.A.A.L by thier director. The termination of 
contract between these two was with a malafide intention 
and in connivance with each other to curb the trade umoin 
activities of the workmen concerned. The letter of offer for 
re-employment was issued only when the Hon’b|e 
Conciliation officer was pleased to admit the claim of the 
workmen concerned regarding their reinstatement etc. which 
shows the malafide and connivance of EATS and lAAI. 

That the termination of the services in the garb Of 
retrenchment order of the confirmed concerned employees 
by the EATS in conniyance with lAAI and their directors 
is purely illegal, arbitrary, and un-justified as well as agaiityt 
the rules of natural justice. That all the concerned workmen 
are still un-enqrloyed although some of them were re- 
employed even by the same management and some of 
them have joined their own profession and services. The 
concerned workmen who have signed and verified this 
statement of claim arc badly in need of services and 
financial assistance. 

The management/respondent has filed WS. In the 
WS it has been submitted that the present order of reference 
has been made mechanically arid without application of 
mind in that there was no material whatsoever before the 
Central GoW. to form an opinion about the existence of an 
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industrial dispute between the answering management and 
the persons named in the order of reference. It is no doubt 
true that formation of opinion about the existence of an 
“Industrial Dispute” is an administrative function but that 
opinion has to be formed on the basis of objective material. 
It is thus submitted that existence of an industrial dispute 
is a condition precedent for the making of a legal and valid 
order of reference. In the present case a reading of the 
order of reference clearly stows that there was no material 
whatsoever before the appropriate Govt, and it was not 
sure even about the employer and employee relationship 
between the parties to the order of refisrence. It has ignored 
completely the averments made by the persons named in 
order of reference in the statement of claim filed before the 
ALC (Central) whose report formed the basis for the making 
of the reference. The fifty persons named in the order of 
reference specifically state in their claim statement that 
they were employed and discharged by M/s, Ex. Servicemen 
Air Link transport services Ltd. Which clearly shows that 
they were neither employed nor discharged by the 
answering management and as such, there was no cause 
of action for the making of the present order of reference, 
involving the answering management. The present order 
of reference is thusbad in law, not maintainable and liable 
to be rejected/dismissed summarily on this ground alone. 

That no employer and employee relationships ever 
existed between the answering management and the 50 
persons named in the order of reference. It is submitted 
that the persons named in the order of reference were in 
fact the employees of M/s. Ex-serviceman Air Link 
transport services Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as M/s. 
EATS) who has not been made a party in the present order 
of reference and in the absence of the same no adjudication 
proceedings can take place. The present order of reference 
is thus bad in law for non-joinder and/or misjoinder of 
necessary' parties. 

That no dilute much less an industrial dispute exists 
between the parties named in the order of reference as the 
persons named in the order of reference do not answer the 
description of the word “workmen” as defined in 
Section2(s) of the ID Act, 1947 in as much as no employer 
and employee relationship, which is an essential condition 
for the existence of the industrial dispute ever existed 
between the parties in the present case. It is on this ground 
also that the present order of Teference merits no 
consideration and is liable to be rejected summarily. 

That the present order of reference is ultravires the 
powers of the Central Govt, and at the same time the matter 
referred for adjudication to this Hon’ble Court is beyond 
the ambit and scope of jurisdiction of this Tribunal in that 
the present order of reference seeks from this Hon’ble 
Tribunal the prohibition of employment of contract labour 
which it cannot do. It is submitted that what this Hon’ble 
Tribunal carmot do directly, equally carmot do so indirectly. 
It is submitted that the persons named in the order of 
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reference were employed by M/s. EATS who has taken the 
contract of trolly retrieval job in accordance with the 
contract labour (Regulation and abolition) Act which is a 
special Act dealing with the regulation and abolition of 
thecontractlabourandinviewoftheprovisions contained 
in that act no court much less a Tribunal of a limited 
jurisdiction has the power to prohibit the employnieiit of 
contract labour in any work. In view of this position of the 
matter the present ordbr of reference merits no ooASkkratKHi 
and is liable tobe rgectedsummarily. 

That the averments made in the statement of claim 
do not disclose any cause of action against the answering 
management and a reading of the same will clearly show 
that the persons named in the order of reference were 
employed by M/s. EATS they were dischai^ed by M/s. 
EATS and as such the answering management was never 
their employer nor it ever discharged ttom and as such 
there was no action on the part of the answering 
management the jurisdiction of which may be called in 
question. It is on this ground also that the present order 
of reference merits no consideration and is liable to be 
rejected summarily and it may please be held accordingly. 

The claimants have filed rejoinder. In the rejoinder, 
they have denied almost all the paras of the written 
statement and have reiterated the averments of statement 
of claim. Evidence of both the parties has been taken. 

Heard argunwnts from both the sides and pursued 
the papers on the record. It was submitted from the side of 
the workman that 11 workmen namely. S/Shri A. S. Yadav, 
S. K. Yadav, Ram Kumar(I), Mahinder Singh, Dharambir 
Singh, Ramphool, Ram Phal, Om Prakash, Astok KUmar, 
Mehtab Singh, Khaali Ram have filed statement of claim. 
The others have not joined them. As such, the cases of 
the 11 workmen is being considered. It was submitted from 
the side of the claimant that MIS. EATS, has employed 
them under the contract and their services have been 
terminated by M/s. EATS but the contract is mere a 
formality. The workmen were directly the employees of the 
management. They worked under the control of the 
management and payment to them was made by the 
management. As such, there is no employer and employee 
I elation between the workmen and the management. The 
j ob is of perennial nature. That job is still in existence. It is 
of course admitted by the management that the said job 
is still Gcmtinuing but the claimants were not the employees 
of the management but they were employed through the 
contractor. 

It was submitted ftom the side of the workmen that 
fieither the contractor nor the management has obtained 
my license or r^istration for employing contractual 
vorkmen. I have perused the entire record but there is no 
certificate. The Hcm’ble Allahabad High Court in 1997 (75) * 
FIR page 368 has held that a Licence under Contract 
iLabour (Regulation and Abolition) Act cannot be granted 
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when the work is of perennial nature. It is not disputed 
that the work is not of perennial nature. As such, license 
cannot be issued under the Contract labour Abolition 
Act, 1970 for a perennial ns^e of work. The Hon’ble 
Su{xeme Court has also held in 1995 SUPP(3)SCC 579 AND 
IN 1997 9 see 3 77 that contract labour for the perennial 
nature ofworkistobe abolished and the principal employer 
is bound to absorb such labour. In view pf this judgement 
of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, the employer is bound to 
absorb the contractor’s men as the woric is of perennial 
nature. In the work of perennial nature, contract labour is 
to be abolished and the principal en^loyer is duty bound 
to absorb the men of the contractor. It was submitted from 
the side of the workmen that in view of this pronouncement 
of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, the claimants arc to be 
absorbed by the principal employer. 

It was further submitted that neither the employer 
nor the contractor has obtained any license for employing 
contractual men for the perennial nature of work. Since no 
license form or registration form has been attached with 
the record so it cannot be ascertained for what lype of 
work contractual labour are to be engaged. A li^nse cannot 
be granted for perennial nature of work by the licence or 
registration authority in view of the above pronaincement 
of the Hon’blc Supreme Court. 

It was further submitted from the side of the woritmen 

that chapter 5 of Contract Labour Act, 1970 has not been 
fulfilled. There is no description anywhere regarding the 
welfare and the health of contract labour. As such, the 
woriemen have been employed in contravention of Section 
16, Section 17, Section 18, Section 19 and Section 20 of the 
C<Hitract Labour (Registration and Abolition) Act, 1970. 
The principal employer has committed a flagrant breach of 
this provision. In view of this fact also, the contractor’s 
men caimot be treated as contractual workers but they are 
to be treated as the employers men. It was further submitted 
from the side of the workman that the contract was entered 
into on 18-12-1986 and it was extended and it prolonged 
upto 4-5-1993. As such, the workmen have worked for 
about 6 years despite the fact that no contractual facilities 
have been provided to them as mentioned above. As such 
the principal employer has employed 57 loaders and 11 
supervisors against the provisions of the Contract Labour 
(Regulation and Abutilon) Act, 1970 

In view of this matter also, the claimants cannot be 
treated to be a contractor’s men as there is no valid contract 
entered into between the contractor and the principal 
employer. The contract has been renewed for several times 
and the work is of perennial nature. My attention was 
drawn to 2001 7 SCC. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has 
held on page 11 that if the contract is found to be not 
genuine but a mere camouflage, the so-called contract 
labour will have to be treated a employees of the principal 
employer who shall be directed to regularise the services 
of contract labour in the establishment concerned. The 


Hon’ble Supreme Court has further held that “where a 
workman is himd in or in coimection with the work of an 
establishment by the principal employer through a 
contractor, he merely acts as an agent so there will |»e 
master and servant relationship between the principal 
employer and the workman. But where a workman is hired 
in or in cormection with the work of an establishment by a 
contractor, either because he has undertaken to produce* 
given result for the esufolishment or because he supplies 
workmen for any work of the ^st^isfhment a question 
might arise whether the contractor is a mere camouflage,;if 
the answer is in theaffinnative, the workman will be infact 
an employee of the princ4>al en:q)loyer but if the answ 
is in the nagative, the workman will be a contract labour. 
According to this finding of tlw Hon’blc Supreme Court, 
it is to be ascertained whether tl« contractor is a mace 
camouflage. In the present case, super^isors as well as 
trolleymen totalling about 57 have been engaged and no 
duty has been assigned to the cotractor to supervise the 
work and the contractor has no control, the management 
has to take work from these workmen according fo theijr 
scheduled flights. As such, the contractor has no cffectiye 
control over the workmen. The workmen are to attend the 
flights coming in and going out at the instructions erf the 
management. In the agreement, even the iw^escncc of die 
contractor all along has not been mentioned. It transpiiaes 
that the men engaged by the contractor worked under the 
instructions of the man^cment in the absence of the 
contractor all along. As aeh in die iactsaiKi cucinnstanoes 
of this case the contract is mere a camouflage to engage 
11 supervisors and 57 loaders. All these woritmen worked 
imder the guidance and direction of the managemem aad 
the contractor imwlwre comes in picture. So strictly 
speaking contractor is amere camouflage. 

My attention was further drawn to 1999 6 Supreme 
Court cases 439 The Hon’ble Supreme Court has held 
that the management’s contention that in absence of 
prohibition of contract labour under .the Contract Labour 
(Regulation and Abolition) Act, it'was free to engage 
contract labour to run the cameen is liable to be rejected 
and the Hon’ble ^)cx Court rejected^he contention of 
the management and further held that the Hbn^ble High 
Courts direction to the management to ^xsorb the workmen 
subject to the condition s spec i fled therein, upheld. 
According to this judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court, it has been referred in 2001 (7) SCG‘(j<’eh1ftherc is 
no Abolition of Contract Labour by 'Ih^’appropriate 
Govt., the contractor’s mOn hav'ebeenHrOMed as the 
employees of the employer and the Hon’Me Apex Court 
has directed to absorb them. It was submitted from the 
side of the management that in 2001 7 SCC, the HOn^ble 
Apex Court has held that the appropriate Government 
should issue order for abolition of contract labour under 
Section 10 of the said Act. Since the Central Government 
has not issued any order, (2001) 7 SCC is to be ^flowed. 1 
have gone though the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme 
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Court and Hon^ble Supreme Court in the above judgement on 
page 43 as referred to 30 (1978)4 ACC AND 43 (1999) 6 SCC 
439. As such the Hon’blc Apex Court in 2001 (7) page 44 has 
affirmed the decision of the above two cases of the Hbn*bte 
Supreme Court. This judgment is re garding the apprtqniate 
Government who has to abolish Contract labour a^ he 
consequences of the abolition of such contract labtmr. 
Moreover, the Hon^ble Apex Court in the jud g em ent has 
confirmed the view taken by the Hon’ble Supreme Court eailict 
in cases referred to above and as such, this judgement is not 
applicable so far as 1978 (4) SCC 257 and 1999 (6) Supreme 
Court Cases 439 are concerned. The Hon’ble Supreme Court 
in this judgement has categorically mentioned these two 
cases a stray reference. Even a reference or an olnter dicta of 
the Hori’ble Apex Court has the force of law. It has been 
already established that the contractor is a mere camouflage. 
As such, 2001 (7) SCC is not applicable in the facts and 
circumstances of the case as the matter was not under direct 
reference before the Hon’ble ^)ex Ctourt but the matter under 
reference was regarding the order of Abolition of Contract 
Labour and regarding the appropriate Govt, and the 
consequences thereof. As such the law cited by the 
management is not applicable. The Hon’ble Supreme Court 
in Ilnd LU 1978 has held “The true test may be indicated 
once again. Where a worker or group of workers produce 
goods or render services and these goods or services are for 
the business of another that other is in feet the employer. He 
has economic control over the workers skill, and continued 
employment. If he for any reason, chokes off, the worker is 
virtually laid off. The presence of the intermediate contractors 
with whom alone the workers have immediate or direct 
relationship ex contractuis is of no consequence when, on 
lifting the veil or looking at the conspectus of factors 
governing employment, we discover the naked truth, though 
draped in different paper arrangement, that the real employer 
is the management, not the immediate contractor. Myriad 
devices, half hidden in fold after fold of legal form depending 
on the degree of concealment needed, the type of industry, 
the local conditions and the like may be resorted to when 
labour legislation casts welfare obligations on the real 
employer, based on Arts, 38, 39, 42, 43 and 43A of the 
Constitution. The court must be astute to avoid the mischief 
and achive the purpose of the law and not be misled by the 
maya of legal appearances. According to this pronoimcement 
of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, the presence of intermediate 
contractor with whom alone the workers have immediate or 
direct relationship ex-contractuis is of no consequence. The 
real employer is the management and not the immediate 
contractor and the Hon’ble Apex Court has held that the 
labour legislation casts welfare obligations on the real 
employer, based on Arts, 38, 39, 42, 43 and 43-A of the 
constitution and it has been further observed that the court 
should be astute to avoid the mischief and achieve the 
purpose of the law and not be misled by the maya of legal 
appearances. According to this judgement of the Hon’ble 
Apex Court, the principal cnq)loyer is contravening the Articles 
of the Indian Constitution referred to above. Trolleys and 


tidleymen have all along been used in ffie airport. There 
cannot be landing down an flying up of the planes 
without the trolley-men and the trolleys. Hence, the 
work is absolutely of perennial nature. 

It was sulxnitted from the side of the management 
that the workmen have stated that they had been 
employed M/s. E.A.T.S. and their services have been 
terminated by M/s. E.A.T.S. but this is of no 
consetiuences. M/s EATS is only an agency and a 
camouflage contractor, the principal emplc^r is the 
Indian Airport Authority and the management is 
resorting to unfair labour practice in engaging 
contractor’s men for a job of^rennial nature. The 
contractor is a jobber but the real job was taken by the 
management and payment was made by the 
management and the workmen were under the control 
by the management. To sum up there is no valid licence 
for engaging contract labour and the work is of 
perennial nature and the claimants worked under the 
control and guidance of the management as such there 
is master and servant rdationship between the Airport 
Authority and the workmen. As such, according to the 
pronouncement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court referred 
to above, the workman are to be absorbed. The 
workment have worked for 6 years and there is renewal 
of contract. This is also a circumstance, which indicates 
invariably that there is a pomanent need of trolley men 
to carry out the work of the International Airport 
Authority. Some of the workmen had been designated 
as permanent workman in the list filed which has not 
been challenged tty the management. 

In view of the foregoing facts, the inevitable 
conclusion is that the 11 claimants are the employees 
of the International Airport Authority and they deserve 
to be absorbed. Since, only 11 workmen along with Shri 
A. S. Yadav have filed this ID case so the reference is 
replied in regard to them only. The workmen are the 
loaders so they are manual workers. It cannot be even 
presumed that they arc sitting idle, as such, 10% back 
wages in the facts and circumstances of the case will 
meet the ends of justice. 

The reference is replied thus; 

Shri A S. Yadav and 11 others (as pCT the authority 
letter) were the workmen of International Airports 
Authority of India. The action of the Director of I. A. A. I. 
New Delhi in terminating their services we.f 31-05-1993 
is not justified. The workmen deserve to be regularised 
with 10% of back wages from the date of termination 
i.e. 31-5-1993. The I. A. A. I. is directed to regularise 11 
workmen referred to above within one month from the 
date of the publication of award. In case of default, the 
workmen will be entitled to get 15% interest per annum. 
The award is given accordingly. 

DL 8-11-2004 

R.N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
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W.air. 3333.—arfn^m, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «rTTr 17 % WWC §d<^Vl*f’« 

3TNtfT<ft ^T9 i 5rus<4l %TJWra% 

% ■^, ^ dflotHw 

TIT^ ’if fe#-ii %iw ( 

TTW 29/93) ^ 3ra>Tf^ Wt t, ■# TR^SR ^ 
24-11-2004 ^ f3TT «n I 

[TT. 'q?T-42012/2/92-3n^ 3nT (ftPw) ] 
^o iQrqo 

NewDelhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3333.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government terdiy publishes the a\md (Ref. No. 29/93) 
of the Central Govemrnem Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, New Delhi-II now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of International Airports Authority of 
India and their workman, which was received Ity the Central 
Government on 24-11-04. 

[No.L42012/2/92-IR(M)l 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE IHEraESmiNGOFEICER: CENTRAL 
COVERNMENTINDUSTRIALTRIBUNALrClJM- 
LABOURCOURT-n, RAJENDRA BHAWAN, 
GROUND FLOOR, RAJENDRAPLACE 
NEWDELHI 

PRESIDING OFFICER; R. N. RAI. 

LD. No. 29/93 
IN THE MATTER OF:— 

ShD.K. SINGH 

C/oSh. Y.Kr., E-17, Mother Dairy, 

Patparganj, New Delhi 

Versus 

I.A.A.I 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour Ity its letter No. L-42012/2/ 
92 IR(Misc) Central Government dt. 18-3-93 has referred 
the following points for adjudication. 

Thg point runs as hereunder:— 

‘Whether the action of the management of the central 
warehousing corporation in terminating the services of 
Sh. D K. Singh, w.e.f Feb 88 isjustified? If not, to what 
relief the workman isentitledf'. 


The eiQiitiant has filed statement of claim. In fiie 
statemmU cf claim, h has bem stated that the woikman 
was s^ipoiirted through empk^ment exchange as daily ta^ 
lower diyistou deik on temporary basis @ Rs. 17.75 per 
day by the eti^oyer vide appointment order No. CWC/ 
CC/I/RPB/85/394 dated 21-6-85. That though the 
ai^intment of Uie wmkman was shown in annexure-I to 
be for 89 days he oonfinued to be in the employment of the 
enqrlqyer with artificial breaks of a day or so and was in 
continuous service for more than 240 days. It is therefore 
clear that showing his initiai employment for 89 days only 
in the appointment letter (Aimexuie-I) was malaftde. 

That in fact the workman was engaged on work of 
regular nature of a LDC throughout the period of his 
employment with the central warehousing corporation till 
his illegal iinjiwtHi ed te rminatin n on 18-8-88. ThatwhUe 
the woikmaii continued to perform his assigned woric 
efficiently ditigemly and sincerely the employer 
suireptitiousty and in fi^erance of his malefide intentions 
started showing the workman as WAG-II (LDC on daily 
wages). 

That though his initial appointment as LDC did not 
require the workman to pass a typing test yet the workman 
was directed by the Regional Office of the employer in the 
year 1986 to appear in h written and typing test. Though 
the workman passed the written test conducted by the 
Regional Office he could not qualify in the typing test on 
account of the fact that the woikman was neither mentally 
prepared for such a test nor he was informed initially that 
he has to undergo such a test. 

That all of a sudden and without any notice the 
service of the workman was arbitrarily and illegally 
terminated vide office order No. CWC/CC/I/Est. 1/88-89/ 
1099dated 18-8-1988with retrospective ^ectfiomFdmiaty, 
1988 on the purported ground that the workman failed to 
qualify in the typing test which is compulsory. A copy of 

said office order is annexed Itereto and marked as 
minexuie-in. 

That the enq)lqyer has recruited fresh daily rated 
LDC in his establishment without giving an opportunity of 
re-emi^oyment to the workman in utter violation of section 
25-H of the ID Act, 1947. That the entire action of the 
enq)I<tyer right from inception in giving artificial breaks in 
service showing him as WAG-II rather than LPC andm 
terminating the services of the workman with retrospective 
effect being totally arbitrary manifestly illegal nalq^y 
malafide a clear case of unfair labour practice ab-imtio 
void and invalid in the eyes of law. The workman challenges 
the same on the following among other grounds. » 

The order dated 18-8-88 terminating the service of 
the workman with retro[q)ective effect from February 1988 
is illegal unlawful and invalid whether the employee is 
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permanent or temporary. The omidition cpialifying the 
typing test was nt^ stipulated in the ori^nal office oidar of 
the appointment of the workman hut the typing test 
qualification has been imposed on him subseqomidy. 

It has been held 1^ the Honide Supreme Court that 
termination sovioe of a wockman fiv ncn qualifying in a 
test amounts to retrendunent tndiecaseofSanloshChiFCa 
V/s State BaidtofPatiala(1980nLU72 (SC)]. Nonpayment 
retrenchment oortgrensatiori. and arm^conipliance of 
section 25 the ID Act. 1947 entitles the petitioner 
workman to reinstateinent and to a declaration that lus 
termination was unlawfiil. 

The management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement, they have stated that he was ragi^ed 
on tetiqmrary basis as regular recruitment could not be 
made within time and according to the rules, theknowledge 
of typing is essential for the post of LDC. Only those 
candidates who have knowledge of typing acctmltng to 
iu)rms laid down can be regularised. 89 days iqjpmntment 
was given to the workman aj^licant Init it was done so in 
urgency and it was clearly mentiondl in the jqipmrdment 
lettCT that this p<Kt is purely tempo'ary and die wmkman 
ai^licant knew very well (hat typing knowledge is very 
essential for the work of LDC. It is obligatory on the part 
the candidate for recmitment/sppointmGDt as WAG-II LDC 
that he should be at least Matric with minimum tyixng 
speed of 30 words per minute. He was given a{qx>intmait 
of a daily wager and he did not raise ai^ objectioiL The 
work in construction cell is of periodical nature depending 
on the construction programme of a particular iHoject, as 
such, the workman worked for small spells with breaks 
£uxx>rding to exigencies of the work in the construction 
cell. He was engaged as daily rated LDC in theccm^ruction 
cell for a short period and his ai^intmeitt was for a specific 
purpose. The management knew that he did not know 
typing. Section 25 (F) of the ID Act is rwt attracted as he 
was given opportunities two times to qualify the typing 
test but he did qualify the test so he could not be regularised 
against the rules prescribed for recruitment. The w(»kman 
applicant has filed rejoindbr. In his rejoinder, he has 
rcitcratoi the averments of his statement of claim and the 
management has denied almost all the paragr^s of die 
statement of claim. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
the applicant workman has worked from 21-6-1985 to 
18-()8-1998 which is almost less than 3 years work. He has 
been given appointment letter on 21-6-1985 for 89 days 
and again he has been given appointment letter for 89 days, 
the copies arc annc.xcd with the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the manag^nent 
that in view of his work, in compliance with the Head (M5ce 
letter dt. 11-8-1988, his services were terminated as he &iled 
to qualify the typing test which is compulsory as per CWC 
Staff Regulation Act for the rtxniitment of WAG-II. Since 
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he has completed 240 days, he w!» paid (Mie month’s pay 
byway of ooiqpeiisation under Section 25 (F) (D) of the ID 
Act, 1947. He has bemi given cmiqjensation so Section 
2S(F)oftiie ID Act Knot attracted So far as Section 25(H) 
conoenied he was given oppeutunities to qualify the 
fype test but be fiuied twice. The wotieman ^plicant has 
adrnitt^mhiscrDra-exaiiUBation that it was correct that 
he was givea oppottunify to appear fi»r typing test before 
tennsaation md be ^ipeaied twice. The test was conducted 
outside agoicies tmt he cmild sot ^^ify. As such, he 
has been pven cqiportanify to qualify typing test, but he 
(hd not cpialify and he has been pven compensation so 
soctiem 25 (F) of the ID Act aod Section 25 (H) the ID 
Actaie n(Aig)|rticaiUe. The law dtedby the wmknian is not 
iq)pHcaMem the facts and circumstances ofthis case as he 
has bem paid due compensation and he has been offered 
opportnnhies far leguiwisation. 

The reference Biqdied thus:— 

The actioa df the mana^nMnt of the Central 
Warehousing Ckuporation in terminating the services of 
Sh. D. K. Singh, w.eX Fd>. 88 is justified. The workman is 
not emitted to get any relief as prayed for. 

The award is givmi accordingly. 

Dt 10-11-2004 

R N. RAL Prcsidiiig Officer 
2004 

mSIL 3334v—1947 (1947 
^ 14) «H<i 17% 

% % itdvtht % dfk '351% 

%-'Hr 109/2003 ) TranfyRT 

t, ^ W4iR %t 24-11-2004 fatt «IT I 

[■R. T55f-29011/8/2003-311^03^0 (ftfq^T) ] 
^o T^o 

NewDdte, the 30th Novento, 2004 

S.O. 3334.—In pors»mnce of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes ^:t, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby ptfalt^ies the award (R^. No. 109/ 
2003) the Central Govenunent Indistrial Tribun^-cum- 
Labour Court, Cheiuiai as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Di^nite between the emf^oyers in relation to 
the management Grasim Industries Ltd. and their 
workman, which was receive by the Central (jovemment 
on24-n-2004. 

[No. L-290I l/8/2003-IR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
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ASSEXmE 

BEFORE im CENTKAL GOVERNMim' 
INDUSTRIALTWBUNAIXrUM-LABOl® COUfifr, 
CHENNAI 

New Delhi, the 30th Septente, 2004 
PRESENT; 

K.JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE Nok 109^2803 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjiulication under clause 
(d) of Sub-section (1) and Sid)-section 2(A) of Section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Grasi m Industries Ltd. (jrasim Cement 
Division (S) and their workmen). 

BETWEEN: 

The General Secretary, : IPaity/Claimant 

Tamil Manila Congress 
Thozhil Sangam 

AND 

1. The Managing Director, : II Paity/Management 

Grasim Industries Ltd., 

Giasim Cement Diviscm (S) 

Reddipalayam Post. 

1 Sri S. Gnanaprakasam 

3. SriA.Elavarsan 

4. Sri N. K Sharma & Sons, Contractor 

5. Sri V. S. K. Projects Pvt. Ltd. Contractor 
Appearance: 

For the Claimant : M/s A. P Peter Gunasekaran & 
B. Dharmar^, Advocates 

For the Respondent : M/s. Meenakshisundaram & 
No. 1 Dwarakanatham, Advocates. 

For the Respondent : Mrs. M. R Prartiela, Advocate 
N0S.2&3 

For the Respondent : Mrs. D. Veda, Advocate 
N0S.4&5 

AWARD 

The Central Governments Ministry of Labour vide 
NotiecationOrderNo.L-29011/8/2003-IR(M)dated 17-06- 
2003 has referred the following industrial dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication 

“Whether the non-payment of bonus @ 20% for 
the year 2001-2002 to the Contract Workmen 


engaged by the Contractors employed in the 
Grasim Industries Ltd. Cement Division South, 
Reddipalayam Post, Ariyalur is legal and 
justified and if not, to what relief the workmen 
are entitled?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I.D. No. 109/2003 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both sides entered appearance through 
th ei r advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statements respectively. 

3. The allegations in the Claim Statement are briefly 
as follows:— 

The I Paity/Union is woricing and fighting for the 
cause and welfare of the contract woikers employed by the 
II Paity/Management. As per the Aibitration Award there 
was specific directions in the award to avoid contract 
labourers except in loading (including packing ) and 
unloading operations as stated by the first wage board 
and it is also mentioned that such labour shall be made 
regular departmental empoyee under the employer and 
made eligible to the same wages, DA bonus and other 
allowances under Award as other regular employees under 
the employer. It is further mentioned that they shall be 
given same wages, bonus and other benefits as are given 
to regular employees of the company. Therefore, the 
Respondent/Management is bound to pay bonus and other 
allowances to the contract workers as paid to regular 
employees. But in spite of the above said reeommendation, 
the II Paity/Management is not giving bonus and other 
benefits to the contract workers and is evading. Even after 
several representation, the II Party/Management has not 
given any assurance. Therefore the Petitioner Union has 
raised this dispute before the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central). As per the Arbitration Award 
published by the Central Govt., the II Party/Management 
is bound to pay the benefits and other benefits to the 
contract workers equally as paid to the regular employees. 
The action of the II Party/Management in not complying 
with the Arbitration Award is against law and the provisions 
of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and denying bonus and 
other benefits to be given to contract workers is not 
justified. The II Party/Management is also prohibited under 
Section 25T of the Industrial Disputes Act and is also an 
offence punishable under sections, 25U & 29 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. Hence, the Petitioner Union prays 
that an award may be passed holding the action of the II 
Party/Management in not giving bonus and other benefits 
to the contract employees is in violative of Award and 
consequently direct the II Party/Management to pay the 
sa^e to the members of the Petitioner Union. 

4. As against this, the II Party/Management in its 
Counter Statement has contended that the reference 
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deserves to be dismissed as not maintainable as against 
the II Party/Management. The said Aibitration Award was 
given under Clause 253 that it was in force from January, 
1982 to 30-06-1986 as agreed by the parties themselves. 
Therefore, the claim made by the Petitioner Union is not 
maintainable before this forum. This II Party/Management 
has two units besides the mines where contract labour is 
used in accordance with Arbitration Award. The main unit 
is called as Unit No. 1 where the II Party/Management had 
hired the services of one contractor namely N. K. Sharma 
& Sons, the 4th Respondent in this dispute. The said 
contractor supplies labour only for loading, unloading and 
packing which are permitted under the arbitration award. 
Unit No. 2 is a mini cement plant with an installed and 
licensed capacity of 66,000 tonnes per annum. The 
Arbitration Award is exempted from the application of the 
Award as per the provision. In the mines, the II Party/ 
Management hired the services of VS.K. Projects Pvt. Ltd. 
namely the 5th Respondent who employs the contract 
labours working in mines for road maintenance wodc. The 
other two contractors namely S. Gnanaprakasam, 2nd 
Respondent and Mr. A. Elavarasan, 3rd Respondent herein 
also supply labourers for the purpose of housekeeping 
and gardening in the units and the residential colony 
provided by the 11 Party/Management to the staff. They 
are not connected with the work of manufacturing process. 
Therefore, these contractors will not be covered by 
Arbitration Award. The workmen who are represented 
by I Party Union are only workmen employed by contractors 
and not employees of the Respondent/Management and 
therefore, there exists no employer-employee relationship 
between the workmen and the II Party/Management. They 
were employed by contractors and paid by contractors. 
The I Party Union’s claim for entitlement does not exist 
cither under Award or on facts. Even if they have got arty 
grievance, they can very well proceed against their 
employers and therefore, no claim can be made against the 
II Parly/Management. This claim is made only to harass 
the II Party/Management. Hence, the Respondent prays 
that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

5. The 2nd Respondent in his Counter Statement 
has adopted the allegations of the 1st Respondent and he 
further says that the licence was first granted by Ministry 
of Labour, Government of India under Licence No. L-II/79/ 
2000 dated 19-6-2000 for a period of one year for doing the 
work of labour supply of miscellaneous work in the 
establishment of 11 Party/Management. It was renewed upto 
18-6-2004. This Respondent supplies labour for the purpose 
of house keeping and gardening in units and in the 
residential colony provided by II Party/Management to 
staff. Therefore, this Respondent will not come within the 
purview of the Award which is the basis for relief claimed 
by the I Party. Since the claim made by the Petitioner is for 


the period from 2001-2002 and this Respondent having 
commenced business only in 2000 and not having made 
any profit need not pay bonus as claimed by the Petitioner. 
No averments are made in the Claim Statement to show the 
entitlement of the contract workers to claim as against this 
Respondent. Hence, he prays that the claim may be 
dismissed with costs. 

6. The 3rd Respondent in its Counter Statement 
alleged more or less the similar allegations rai^d by the II 
Party/Management. 

7. Further, the •4th Respondent in its Counter 
Statement has more or less raised similar plea as that of the 
2nd Respondent and it further stated that in a licence 
granted by Ministry of Labour, Government of India under 
Licence No. L-II/155/2000 dated 10-11-2000 for a period of 
one year for doing the work of packing and loading of 
cement bags in the establishment of II Party/Management 
and it was renewed upto 9-11-2004, Hence, the 4th 
Respondent prays that the claim may be dismissed with 
costs. 

8. Similarly, the 5th Respondent in its Counter 
Statement has raised more or less similar allegations made 
by the 4th Respondent and this Respondent also prays 
that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

9. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are:— 

(i) “Whether the non-payment of bonus @ 20% 
for the year 2001-2002 to the rontract workmen 
engaged by the contractors employed in the 
1st Respondent’s Cement Division South, 
Reddipalayam Post is legal and justified ?” 

(ii) “To what relief the concerned employees are 
entitled?” 

Point:— 

10. This case is pending before this Tribunal from 
17-6-2003. Even though the parties have filed Claim 
Statement and Counter Statement respectively, the I Party/ 
claimant has never appeared before this Tribunal to conduct 
the case. Even after several reminders to advocates, the I 
Party/Petitioner have never appeared before this Court. 
Therefore, the Petitioner was set ex-parte. 

11. Under these circumstances, this Tribunal has to 
look into the question ‘whether the concerned employees 
are entitled for the paym^ of bonus as alleged by them ?’ 

12. No document has been produced before this 
Tribunal and it is not established before this Tribunal that 
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how the ccncemed employees of tlu Petitioner Union are 
entitled for bonus as clamied by them. Though the 
Petitioner Union alleged that as per the Arbitration Award 
published in Govt. Notification, the worionen concerned 
are entitled for bonus, no Award has been produced before 
tMs Court to scrutinize the same. Und^sudiciioimstanoes, 
since the Petitioner has not produced any document nor 
examined themselves with regard to their entitlement to 
get bonus, I am not inclined to hold that the concerned 
employees of the Petitioner Union are entitled to the bonus 
claimed by them. Under such circumstances, I find this 
point against the Petitioner. 

Point No. 2:— 

The next point to be decided in this case to what 
relief the concerned employees are entitled ? 

13. InviewofmyfindingthatthePetitionerhasnot 
established before this Tribunal with regard to their 
entitlement to get bonus from the II Party/Management, I 
find the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief as claimed 
by them. 

14. Thus, the reference is disposed of accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 3()th September, 2004.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding OflBicer 
Witnesses Examined:— 

On either side None 

Documents Marked: — 

Onciihcrside Ml 

^ 30 2004 

^.3tT. 3335 1947 (1947 

^ 14) 17 % 3T5^TC''T ^-^4. ■%. 

Tt' Hi^' 3fra)fw 

% "TW (■ti^'4 45/2002) ^ 3n>lf?RT 

t, ^ ^ 24-11 ^2004 ^ «n I 

["ti. T^-29011/91/2001-'3TT^.3TR.(fit^)] 
tJjPTo 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3335.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 


Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 45/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Trflxiiial<uin.-Laboiir 
(Dourt, Chennai as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bum Standard Co. Ltd. and their 
workman, wluch was received by the Central Govemmeat 
on24-ll-2004. 

[No. L-2901 l/9i™i-IR(M)) 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

ra:FORE THE CEmRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTTOALllimiJNAIXm-lAROl^ 

CHENNAI 

Tuesd^ the 21st September, 2004 f < 

4 »| 

PRESENT: ^ 

K. JAYARAMAN, 

Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 45/2002 

(In the matter of the dispute for ac^udication uncter clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(l4of 1947),between the 
Management of Bum Standard Company Ltd. Salem and 
their wenkmen) 

BETWEEN: 

Sri P. Samiappan : I Party/Woikman 

AND 

The General Manager, ; II Party/Management 

Bum Standard Company Ltd. 

Salem 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Workman : M/s. S. Arunachalam& 

C. Regurajan,, Advocates 

For the Management: Mr. M R. Raghavan, Advocate. 
AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. L-29011/91/2001-IR(M) dated 06-05-2002 
has refenedthe following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication;— 

“Whether the action of the management of Burn 
Standard Co. Ltd., Salem in terminating the 
services of the workman Sri P. Samiappan, P.F 


. i 


3684 GI/04—42 
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No. 4311 is justified If not, to what relief is he 
entitled to 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
flic as I D. No. 45/2002 and notices were issued to both the 
parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and 
Counter Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations in the Petitioner Statement are 
briefly as follow s :— 

The Petitioner was working as Mines MaiSiiy in the 
Respondent/Management. While he w as acting as inaistiy, 
he was chargeshected. The allegation of the Respondent/ 
Management is that they have received a anonymous 
petition sent in the name of A.K.R. Mines workers without 
any date and signature, which contains the allegations to 
the effect that the Petitioner has received bribe from some 
of the employees of the Respondertt/Management to get 
some undue advantage by illegal means. The Respondent’s 
sccuriu and vigilance officer has enquired the persons 
w ho alleged to have given bribe and it w'as alleged that 
one Mr Muthu and his wife Mrs. Chinnaponnu gave bribe 
of Rs. 21.()(){) to the Petitioner to elTect their voluntary 
retirement Seeondly, one Mrs, Arisiammal alleged to have 
given Rs. 2()()0 to the Petitioner to get a job for her sister’s 
son Mr. Palanichaniy against the rules of the eompany. 
Thirdly one Mr, Go\ indan alleged to have given Rs. 10,000 
lo the Petitioner to get him pecuniary benefits arising out 
his voluntan retirement. The Petitioner submitted his 
c.xpianation to the charges levelled against him, but it was 
not accepted and domestic enquiry was ordered to be 
conducted against the Petitioner, Though the management 
as c.xamincd nine w itnesses and also marked 11 documents 
in support of their claim, the management has not. 
established ilic charges levelled against the Petitioner. But, 
on the other hand, the Enquiry Officer accepted the hearsay 
evidence of the w itnesses and has come to a conclusion 
that the charges framed against the Petitioner has been 
proved. While the said enquiry was pending the Petitioner 
was again issued with charge memo dated 24--5-2000 on the 
allegation that the Petitioner has misused his position as 
mines maistry and gave 15 workers of his union excess 
incentives of Rs. 23,400 for the months of October, 
No\ ember and December, 1999 for the production not given 
b\ them. Even for this charge also the Petitioner has given 
his explanation and ii was also not accepted by the 
Rcspoiidcnt/Managemcnt. The enquiry was conducted 
with the biased evidence. Even in this enquiiy also, the 
Enquin, Officer held that the charges were proved against 
the Petitioner, The findings of the Enquiry Officer in both 
the cases arc perverse and evidence of some witnesses 
refuted during their cross examination of w itnesses and 
this was also defended by the management representative. 


Therefore, the findings of the Enquiry Officer is perverse 
and on the basis of the perverse findings, the Respondent/ 
Management has issued 2nd show cause notice and the 
management has rejected the contention of the Petitioner 
in his reply and passed an order of dismissal against the 
Petitioner on 9-9-2000. Even the appeal preferred by the 
Petitioner before the Managing Director was rejected on 
17-10-2000. The enquiry conducted by the Respondent/ 
Management was not fair and proper and the principles of 
natural justice has been violated. The Vigilance Officer who 
have conducted the preliminary enquiry has been made 
the Presenting Officer in respect of the first part of the 
enquiry and as witness, he was allowed to cross examine 
the witnesses. The Presenting Officer has been allowed to 
cross examine the management witnesses too without their 
being treated as hostile witnesses. The management 
witnesses were threatened by the officers. The findings of 
the Enquiry Officer is not based on proper appreciation of 
evidence of the witnesses. The second part of the charge 
is also not fair and proper. The enquiry conducted was not 
on principles ofnatural justice. Therefore, the findings of 
the Enquiry Officer is totally perverse and based on 
conjectures and surmises, in any event, the punishment of 
dismisal awarded to .the Petitioner is highly 
disproportionate. Hem^, for all these reasons, the Petitioner 
prays that an award may be passed directing the 
Respondent to reinstate him into service with back wages, 
continuity of service and other attendant benefits. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement has contended that no doubt the Petitioner was 
emplt^ed as maistry. During his employment with the 
Respondent he has indulged in serious and grave 
misconducts, hence charges were framed on 14-2-2000 and 
24-5-2000. Since the explanaUon submitted by the Petitioner 
was not satisfactory and acceptable to the charges levelled 
against him, two individual enquiries were ordered to 
enquiry into the charges levelled again^ him. The Petitioner 
participated in the enquiries fully and’enquiries were 
conducted in accordance with principles of natural justice 
and all opportunities were afforded to the Petitioner to 
place his defence in the enquiry. In the two enquiries, it 
was found ultimately that the charges were proved through 
reports dated 20-5-2000 and 23-8-2000. The excess payment 
of incentives made to 15 workmen resulting in financial 
loss to the company, hence, the authorities found that the 
charges framed against him have been prov ed and they 
have issued 2nd show cause notice and aficr gone through 
the explanation given by the Petitioner which was neither 
satisfactory nor acceptable, they have come to the 
conclusion to dismiss the Petitioner from service. Further, 
the Respondent/Management had also lost its faith and 
confidence on the Petitioner who was employed with them 
in a responsible position as maistry in mines. Hence, they 
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have passed anorderofdismisal from service. The^)peal 
preferred by the Petitioner was also rejected by an <Mxler 
dated23-11-2000. The Petitioner was dismissed from service 
for the misconduct committed by him, which were proved 
in a properly held domestic enquiry. The misconducts 
committed by the Petitioner were grave and serious in 
nature and Aerefore, the punishment of dismissal was 
warranted and it cannot be said to be disproportionate to 
the gravity of the misconducts. The allegation of 
victimisation is baseless and misleading. Further, it cannot 
be said tiiat the Enquiry Officer is wrong in accepting the 
hearsay evidence. Further, it is a well settled law that 
Enquiry Officer is not bound to follow the i^ovisions of 
Evidence Act. Therefore, the findings of the Enquiry Officer 
are just, proper and not perverse and based on evidence 
given by the witnesses. It is folse to allege that Presenting 
Officer has been permitted to cross examine management 
witnesses, without treating him as hostile. The Presenting 
Officer has elicited the required evidence from the witnesses 
by way of re-examination only and he is in law bound to do 
so. Hence, for all these reasons, the Respondent prays 
that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are— 

(i) “Whether the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in terrainating the services of the 
PetitKMier is justified T 

(ii) “To what relief, the Petiotioner is entitled ?” 
Point No. 1:— 

6. It is admitted case ofbeith sides that the Petitioner 
was employed as maistiy intbe RespondcrU/Management 
and the Respondent has received anonymous letter alleging 
that the Petitioner has received bribe for undue 
consideration and a preliminary enquiry was conducted 
by the Vigilance Officer of the Respondent/Management 
and after investigation, it was found that three persons 
have alleged to have given bribe and a charge was framed 
against the Petitioner. Subsequently, second charge was 
also framed against the Petitioner on the ground that he 
has misused his position as Mines Maistry and for 15 
workers of the union, he gave excess incentive to the tune 
of Rs. 72,600/- for the months of October, November and 
December, 1999 for the production not given by them. In 
this case, the Respondent/Management has filed two sets 
of documents with regard to the charges framed against 
the Petitioner and also the findings given by the Enquiry 
Officer and orders passed in that enquiry as Ex.Ml and 
M2 Both sides have not examined any oral evidence with 
regard to these allegations. 

7 On behalf of the Petitioner, the learned counsel 
for the Petitioner has submitted written arguments, wherein 


it is alleged that on the sets of two charges, the first set 
contains three allegations. The first allegation is that the 
Petitioner has takenbribe amount of Rs. 21,000/- from (me 
Sri Muthu and his wife Smt. Chinnaponnu that he could 
get permission for retirement of Muthu and his wife Smt. 
rhinnflp ftnnii under voluntary retirement scheme by giving 
the amount to higher officials. The 2nd allegation is that 
the Petitioner has recdiifedRs. 2000/-from Sint. Arisiaminal 
in the guise of gettiiig fitter trainee post in the company for 
her sister’s son Mr. Palanichamy, contrary to practice of 
appointing trainees only direct legal heirs of the woikers. 
The third all^ation is that the Petitioner has received brfoe 
ofRs. 10,000/- from one Mr. GoviiKfan thm he will help him 
in getting retironent under voluntary retirement scheme 
and thus, he alleged to have committed misconducts. In 
the second set charge, it is alleged that the Petitioner 
has written excess production than the actual one and has 
become cause ftwr the loss of Rs. 72,6000/- to the company, 
as it was given as incentive to 15 woilccrs during the months 
ofOettiber, November & December, 1999. It is also alleged 
that the Petitioner has failed to collect norms cards for the 
above mentioned months, even after getting specific 
instruction to that effect from Mr. Mani in order to cover 
his misconduct. Oln> behdf df thc'Petitfoiier, itis alfeged 
thatthou^ the inatiagraaeinharafiegcd that mmmesneaHy 
70 to 80 labourers alleged to have given bribe \o the 
Petitioner, in the investigation tlteXfigilance Officer has 
obtained three statements from three persoi», who have 
alleged to have given bribe as per the first charge. It is also 
contended on behalf of the Petitioner that thepast record 
of the Petitioner is not a tainted one and it was speared 
that he was a trade union activist and he was the Vice 
President of the FITU union. It is further alleged that since 
the Enquiry Officer and the Presenting Officer and also the 
witnesses examined in that rase are employees of the 
Respondent/Management, who have framed charges 
against the Petitioner and since they were employees of 
the Re^ndent/Management only to help the management 
and as an act of victimisation, the management has taken 
this stand. Though the Enquiry Officer has given a finding 
that the charges framed against the Petitioner were proved 
against him in the first set, the findings of the Enquiry' 
Officer is perverse as it is not supported by any oral or 
documentary evidence Regarding the bribe alleged to ha\ c 
given by Mr. Muthu and Smt. Shinnaponnu, the complaini 
under Ex.M5 dated 24-1-2000 has not b^n proved b> the 
RespoiKlent/Management. Further, the said persons ha\ c 
also given a letter under Ex. W2 in which the>' have retracted 
from the contention mentioned in Ex.M5. No one cither Mr 
Muthu or Smt. Chinnaponnu or a person who has w ritten 
the letter namely Mr. \fenkatesh adduced any oral c\ idcncc 
before the enquiry. On the other hand, the management 
has marked Ex.M 12 purported to be written by one Mr. 
Subranuini, who is the employee of management starting 
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that ihc Pciitioncr has requested Mr. Muthu and Mrs. 
Chmnaponnu not to come fonvard to give oral evidence 
against him. The Petitioner has objected for itiarking these 
documents, but any how, the Enquiry Officer with a pre¬ 
determined mind has marked the same and the Enquiry 
Officer should not have accepted the letter of Mr. 
Subramani and it shows he is perverse and also having pre 
determined mind. 

8. But, on the other hand, the learned counsel for 
the Respondent contended that even at the time of marking 
the document, the management wanted to examine Mr. P. 
Subramani, but on the other hand, the Petitioner has 
requested the Enquiry Officer to mark documents without 
examining the said witnesses and he has no objection for 
marking the document on the side of the Respondent/ 
Management. The learned counsel for the Respondent 
flirt her contended that the enquiry was conducted totally 
in a fai r and proper marmer and domestic Tribunal need not 
be allergic to hearsay evidence and the Supreme Court and 
High Court have held that the Tribunal like Industrial 
Tribunal and Labour Courts need not discard the hearsay 
evidence and need not bound to follow the provisions of 
Evidence Act in the domestic enquiry. 

9 Again, the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that with regard to the allegation of Smt. 
Arisiammal, there are lot of contradictions in the evidence 
of Mrs. Arisiammal and her sister’s son Mr. Palanichamy. 
But. the Enquiry Officer has come to a different conclusion 
even (hough there are lot of contradictions in the evidence 
of Smt. Arisiammal and Mr. Palanichamy with regard to 
payment of Rs. 2000/- to the Petitioner and therefore, the 
findings gi\ cn by the Enquiry Officer is pen erse. Further, 
it IS argued on behalf of the Petitioner with regard to third 
allegation that the bribe alleged to have been given by Mr. 
Govindan, in his evidence, the said Mr Govmdan has 
deposed that he did not give any money to the Petitioner 
and further he added that his signature was obtained from 
him w itliout reading out the statement in Ex.M4. But, the 
Enquiiy Officer has come to a different conclusion which 
clearly proves that he has pre-determined in this case and 
has given a perverse finding. 

10. But, as against this, the learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that the Enquiry Officer has given, 
reasons for not accepting the evidence of Mr. Govindan 
and has come to a different conclusion which cannot be 
said that his findings is perverse. 

11. The learned counsel for the Petitioner further 
contended that with regard to second set of charge, the 
said charge has not been proved with adequate oral or 
documentary evidence. The Presenting Officer and witness 


MW I of the management clearly stated that in Iheir cross 
examination that he does not know the working pattern of 
mines fiilly and he has also stated that he has seen lot of 
difference between the production account of stock builder 
diary and norms book and incentive books and such is the 
stand of the management witness, the Enquiry Officer 
should not have believed one portion of the witness that 
the Petitioner has given incentive to workers of his union 
to the tune of Rs. 72,600/-. Further, the management witness 
MW5 & MW6 when they narrated the exact pattern of 
taking account of production in mines, who are the 
immediate involving persons, the Enquiry Officer is wrong 
in rejecting their evidences and this clearly shows the 
perversity of the findings of the Enquiry Officer. Further, 
the allegation against the Petitioner that he failed to collect 
norm cards ofOaober, November and December, 1999 has 
not been proved by the management and further MW6 Mr. 
V^jayakahthan has clearly stated that the Petitioner v/as 
not present when the so called allegation made against the 
Petitioner, hence the Enquiry Officer has given a perverse 
finding that the chaiges were proved against the Petitioner. 

12. As against this, the learnedf counsel for the 
Respondent contended that the Enquiry Officer after 
scrutinishing the evidences given by the management and 
also the evidences given on the side of the Petitioner has 
come to a conclusion that the management has clearly 
established the fact that the Petitioner was the root cause 
for mismanagement and also for o\'cr-payment of incentive 
to the union members. Under such circumstances, it cannot 
be said that the findings given by the Enquiry Officer is 
perverse. Further, the Enquiry Officer has clearly stated 
the reasons for not accepting the evidence given on the 
side of the Petitioner. Under such circumstances, at no 
stretch of imagination, it can be said that the Enquiry Officer 
is pre-determined for supporting the case of the 
Respondent/Management. 

13. It is further alleged on behalf of the Petitioner 
that even though the Petitioner has submitted his 
explanation with summary of different entries in the stock 
builder diary, norms notes for all the three months namely 
October, November, & December, 1999 which clearly shows 
that there was more production submitted to the company 
than the entries in the above diary, note book and which 
Avas marked as Ex. W4 and it clearly proves that there was 
excess submission of production 91 tones, 73 tones and 87 
tones for the months of October, November, and December, 
1999 respectively. But, the Enquiry Officer has given a 
finding to the effect that these entries were made in acquiring 
time as cubic feet out for final calculation. Which was made 
as tonnage. Therefore, this itself has been accounted for 
the side of the company and the finding is perverse and 





10399 


{ MFT n—W^ 3(ii) 3 MR?T ^ Tnm : 25, 2004/^ 4, 1926 


without any justification and even all the workers who 
gave evidence on the side of the Petitioner denied receiving 
of any excess incentives, the Enquiry Qflficer has not acted 
fairly but bent on proving the charges by extraneous 
consideration. 

14. As against this, the Respondent contended that 
even though the Petitioner contended that the finding was 
given on extraneous consideration, it is not alleged what 
is extraneous consideration given to or taken by the Enquiry 
Officer, hence it is made as an afterthought and only to 
prejudice the mind of this Tribunal, Though the Petitioner 
alleged that Petitioner’s witnesses have given supporting 
evidence on behalf of the Petitoner, the Enquiry Officer 
has clearly stated for what reasons, he is not believing the 
evidence given on the side of the Petitioner. Under such 
circumstances, it cannot be said that the finffing given by 
the Enquiry Officer is perverse or without any justification. 
Further, though the Petitioner alleged that he was victimized, 
he has not established this fact with any satisfactory 
evidence, under such circumstances, it cannot be said that 
the domestic enquiry held against the Petitioner is without 
any justification or without following the natural justice. 

15. I find much force in the contention of the learned 
counsel for the Respondent because though the Petitioner 
alleged that the Enquiry Officer has given a perverse 
finding, the Petitioner has not established before this 
Tribunal that the findings given by the Enquiry Officer is 
perverse. Further as contended by the learned counsel for 
the Respondent, the Petitioner has not established the fact 
of victimisation by the Re^wndent/Management. On the 
other hand, the Enquiry Officer’s findings clearly 
established that the charges have been proved by the 
materials produced before hirh. Under such circumstances, 
I am not inclined to accept the contention of the learned 
coimsel for the Petitioner that the findings given by the 
Enquiry Officer and the punishment imposed on the basis 
of domestic enquiry are without any justification. A such, 
I find this point in favour of the, Respondent/Management. 

Point No. 2 :— 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the Petitioner is entitled ? 

16. Inviewofmyforegt^gfinding that the findings 
of the domestic enquiry is justified, I find the Petitioner is 
not entitled to any relief as claimed by him. 

17. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the PA., transcribed and typed by him, corrected 
and pronounced by me in the open court on this day the 21st 
September, 2004.) 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 


Witnesses Examined— 

On either side None 

Documents Marked; — 

ForthelpartyAVorionan ; Nil 

For the n Party/Management: — 

Ex. No. Date Description 

Ml 204)5-00 Xerox copy of the enquiry 

proceedings 

M2 23-08-(X) Xerox copy of the enquiry 

proceedings 

^ 30 2004 

m3tr. 3336.^ 3? i gilP l 4> 1947 (i^47 

^14 ) ^ «fRr 17 

ft* 

181/2003) ^ 

■sit ^ 29-11-2004 ^ TITO ^3TT «n I 

[ft. TOi-29025/16/2004-3iT5.3TR.(fftfw) ] 

ft). TO- 

New Delhi, the 30th No\'cmbcr, 2004 

S.O. 3336.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 181/ 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum> 
Labour Cfourt, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M/s. Madras Cements Ltd, and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Go\’ernincnt 
on29-Il-04. 

[No. L-29025/16/2004-IR(M)] 
B. M DAVID, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present:—Shri E. Iaiiail,B.Sc., LL.B., 

Presiding Officer 

Dated the 19th day of October, 2004 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.LD. NO. 181/2003 
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BETWEEN: 

Sri Kantheti Ramakrishna \^a Piasad, 

S/o K. Venkateswarlu, 

C/o A. Rajcndra Babu, 

H.No.6-3-596/60(780), 

\fenkataramana Colony, 

Khairatabad, 

Hyderabad. ...Petitioner 

AND 

The Vice-President (MFG), 

M/s. Madras Cements Limited, 

Kmnardswamy Raja Nagar, 

Jaggaiahpet Taluk, 

Krishan District. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner ; M/s. A. Rajendra Babu, 

G. \fenkateswara Rao, 

K. Sivaramprasad & 

P. Rameswara Prasad, Advocates 

For the Respondent : M/s. Raj Kishan Mehra & 

BY. Nar ay ana Reddy, Advocates 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2 A (2) of the I.D. Act, 
1947 in view of the judgment of the Hon’ble High Court of 
Andhra Pradesh reported in W.P No. 8395 of 1989 dated 
3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton 
Corporation of India and two others. 

2. The brief faets as mentioned in the petition are ; 
That the Petitioner joined the Respondent organization as 
per proceedings dated 4-4-88 as dresser and has been 
working continuously to the utmost satisfaction of his 
superiors. On 26-9-2000 he was issued with a charge sheet 
stating. "‘Despite our earlier show cause notices served to 
\ ou and your assurance of regular attendance, you still 
continue to remain absent off and on, in sheer disregard to 
your responsibilities”. That due to ill-health he applied for 
t\\ 0 days leave on 14-2-2000 and 15-2-2000. He was treated 
b\ Dr. V. Satish and found that he was suffering from 
Jaundice Hence, he applied for extension of leave on 
16-2-2000. Subsequently, after reeovery of illness he went 
to report for duty.on 21 -3-2000 and officers did not permit 
tiim to join Officers asked the applicant to sing on some 
blanck papers for reconsideration of his employment and 
the applicant signed on blank papers. Since then, he was 
\\ailing, but an enquiry was conducted. The Management 
had no right or authority to issue telegram on 17-2-2000 to 


attend b^}Fe the medical officer when the applicant was 
»^ring ffom Jauiulice. Applicant sent a telegram and 
also leave letter thnough his wife for extension of leave but 
the officers of theRe^xindent want only ignored the same 
in this regard and vantxis other allegations are made against 
the enquiry and it was said that on the assurance of the 
witnesses examined before die Enquiry Officer, that the 
Petitions will be let off widi minor punishment, he signed 
some more blmdc p^rs and ultimately he was removed 
from service wUch is illegal, arbitrary and he is entitled for 
reinstatement with back, w^es and the dismissal order 
dated 8-2-2061 may be set aadeby ordering his leinstatment 
with bac[c wages and consequential benefits 

3. A counter was filed stating that the Petitioner 
was working as a dres^ in the dispensary of the 
R^pondent company which was catering medical services 
to their wodEinenand theirfomilies Since there is only one 
dresser, his absence will dislocate the whole work of the 
dispensary putting the patients to great hardship The 
Petitioner ^li^ for leave of absence for two days on 
I4th and ISthFebmr^, 2000 and extended his leave for 
three more days fipm 16-2-2000 to 19-2-2000. That he was 
suffering fi^om Jaundice and the Petitioner was habitual 
absoitee himsdf previously also to the Petitioner asking 
him to appear before the company’s Cheif Medical Officer 
for the medical check-up. The Petitioner neither appeared 
beftne the Chi^Methcal Officer for the medical ckeck up. 
The Petitioner neitherappeared before the Chief Medical 
Officer nor he attended for his duties on 20-2-2000. So the 
Petitioner was unauffionze^y absent from duty without 
obtaing prior permission, in the past also he was absent 
unauthorized for three tim^ and departmental enquiries 
conducted the domestic enquiry for unauthorized 
<d}%nteeismawLafter reaving the enquiry reports, since 
the Petitioner apologized he was let off with minor 
punishment. Unauthorized absence vvithout prior 
permission has been habitual to the Petitioner. For his 
unauthorized absence for the period from 16-2-2000 to 
19-2-2000, the I^spondent issued a show cause notice to 
the Petitioner dated 26-2-2000. The Respondent also kept 
him under suspension;for the charges levelled against him. 
The Petitioner submitted his reply on 25-3-2000 which was 
not convincing, hence, an enquiry was conducted following 
the principles of natural justice and the Petitioner was found 
guilty of the charges. Hence, a second show cause notice 
dated 26-9-2000 was issued to him proposing the action. 
The Petitioner submitted his reply dated 6-10-2000 and as 
there was no valid reason the Petitioner was dismissed 
from service w;e.f 7-2-2001 by order dated 8-2-2001. A 
Statement of accounts in full and final settlement were 
served on the Petitioner. On 25-8-2001 he refused to 
accept the same. The allegation of the Petitioner that he 
w*as asked to sign on some blank papers and he reported 
fordut}' on 2I -3-20G0, all were false, hence, he is not entitled 
for any relief. 

4. The Petitioner’s counsel conceded by filing a 
memo that the domestic cnquirA- is validly conducted. 


...Respondent 
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Hence, arguments hear muter Sec. IIA the 
quantum of iranishment by both the omiixsels for Petitioner 
and'RKponacnT^ 

5. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner that the Petiticmer originally applied for le^ve on 
14-2-2000 and 15-2-2000, in this two days he was treated by 
Dr. V. Satish and another and as he was suffering from 
Jaundice, he extended leave by furtter three days and after 
recovery from Jaundice on 21 -3-2000 he was not permitted 
to join in duty and advis^ to sign cm some blank papers. 
He further submits that after all he has put in 12 yems <rf 
service and the dismissal is too harsh a punishment. 
Therefore he submits that he may be reinstated. He also 
relies on 1997 (1) LLJ High Court of Rajasthan page 241, 
wherein held that. “Reference by the State Government 
after a long lapse of 12 years—would not really serve as an 
alternative remedy—it was manifest tnat it was a single act 
of continued absence on the part of the writ petitioner— 
He had been writing letters to his employer praying for. 
leave and/or extension thereof”. The removal '^s set aside 
and a minor punishment was given to him of stoppage of 
three increments with cumulative effect. He also relied on 
19% (7) Supreme Court cases page 634, wherein it was held 
that, “Constable absenting himself for one day in each of 
three different years—such absence held, does not amount 
to regular absence negating efficiency—discharge, 
improper—hence, reinstatement without back wages 
directed—however, liable to action in future if he absents 
w ithout permission for more than one day in a single year”. 
He also relief on 2004 (4) Supreme Court cases page 560, 
w herein it was held that, “Police constable—absence of 
more than two morUhs on medical grounds with sanction 
of leave—held, cannot be regarded as a grave misconduct. 
He was reinslatal”. He also relied on the judgement of 
1999 (5) ALD page 735 of High Court of A.P., wherein it 
w as held that, “Labour Court is duty bound to reappreciate 
the evidence ev en in cases where the \wrkmanfiles a nBemo 
conceding as to the validity of the domestic inquiry”. And 
he relied on various other judgements and prayed thatthe 
Petitioner may be reinstated with all attendant benefits. 

6. The Learned Counsel for the Respondent submits 
that in 12 years the Petitioner had 9'warnings, 7 for 
absenteeism, one for drunkenness, and one for another 
cause and besides this there was two other domestic 
enquiries, one held in 19% where during the year 19% he 
was unaulhori/cdly absent for six days and then he was 
held guilty. Similarly in 1998 also he was issued with a 
charge shed for habitual absenteeism without leave, 
w herein all his previous warning letters were marked and 
uliimalcl) the final enquiry for which the charge sheet was 
issued and the charges were prov-cd against him and he 
w as dismissed from serv ice and it is an essential serv ice, 
he IS a dresser working in the dispensary, w hat makes him 
run to the private doctors for his trcatmciu. In spite of 


asking him to come over aiul report to the C.M.O. he did 
not do so. The Respondent counsel also relied on a case 
reported in die High Court of Punjab and Haiyana, wherein 
it was held that once workman was found to have commitled 
for and domestic enquiiy was conducted. Labour Court 
could not interfere with quantum of punishment by 
invoking Sec. 11 A. Hence, he prays that the petition may 
be dismissed. 

7. It may be noted that the previous enquiry also for 
about 6 days absence, and here he was placed under 
suspension. No doubt, his track record is not up to the 
mark, i.c, he has been absenting himself frequently. Not 
only that it is also stated that he was once warned for 
drunkenness also. So however, the judgements relied by 
the Learned Counsel for the Respondent about defrauding 
the Management about some issuing tickets by a conductor 
or Punjab Roadways wiwre the Petitioner had intentionally 
issued tickets of less <tenomination to the passengers and 
causing loss to the Management to the tune of Rs.32,45 
paise. So that is not applicable here. If the Petitioner was 
absent for longer period, it would have found place in the 
counter. In fact nothing is mentioned about 9 warnings 
etc., in the counter. So what is not pleaded in the counter 
cannot be relied on. The petitioner is aged about 42 years. 
He has pul in 12 years of service and he has been dismissed 
from 7-2-2001 vide order dated 8-2-2001, Hcncc. the order 
dated 8-2-2001 dismissing the Petitioner from service from 

7- 2-2001 is hereby set aside and an award is passed in the 
following terms: “The petitioner shall be reinstated within 
30 days from the publication of this award on the last pay 
drawn. His services from 1988 to 7-2-2001 shall be calculated 
for the purposes of terminal benefits and the order dated 

8- 2-2001 dismissing him from services vv.e.f. 7-2-2001 is 
hereby set aside. He will not be entitled for any back wages 
and the service from 8-2-2001 till he is reinstated will not be 
counted for any purpose. I think the said punishment is 
sufficient, therefore I do not propose any other alternate 
punishment. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K, Phani Govvri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
th is the 19th day of Octobc r, 2004. 

E. ISM/UL, Presiding Officer 
Appestdixof evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Witnesses examined for ihc 
Petitioner Respondent 

NIL NIL 

Documents marired for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 
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10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred this 
dispute vide order. No. L-40012/39/99/IR (DU) dated 26th 
July 1999, for adjudication on the following schedule. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whethertte Telecom District Manager, Kdar is legal 
and justified in refusing employment to Shri A. 
Nagaraj? If not; to what relief the workman is 
entitled?” 


[^O -0:^-40012/39/99-371^.3TRC^.'^)] 
3:>cnql H TFT 

NewDelhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S.O. 3337.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 89/99) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour- 
Court. Bangalore, now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Telecom Deptt. and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 30-11- 
2lK)4. 

[No. L-40012/39/99-IR (DU)1 
KULDIP RAIVERMA, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDl STRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 

“SHRAM SAD AN”, III MAIN, III CROSS, H 
PHASE, TUMKUR ROAD, YESHWANTHPUR, 
BANGALORE-560022 

Dated 8th November, 2004 


PRESENT: 


Shri A.R. Siddiqui Presiding Officer 
C.R. No. 89/99 


I Party II Party 


Shri A. Nagaraja. 
Vccrandanahalli Village. 
Gow nbidanur Taluk. 
DisU Kolar-5631l)i 


The Telecom District Manager, 
Telecommunication Depart¬ 
ment. KolarDisirict. 
Kolar-563l()l 


AWARD 

1 The Central Government by exercising the powers 
conferred bv clause (d) of Sub-section 2A of the Section 


2. The case ofthe first party workman, as made out, 
in the Claim Statement briefly, stated is that he was 
ai^intedbytheSecondParty Management as the Casual 
Mazdoor in Coaxial Cable Project with effect from 
24-5-1985 and was discharging permanent nature of work 
continuously till 25-2-1988. He once again worked from 
1-5-90 to 30-10-1995 and thereafter he was stopped from 
work as per the instructions of the higher authorities; that 
the action of the Second Party management in retrenching 
the services Ofthe workman w.e.f 1-11-1995 is illegal, unjust, 
un&ir and in violation of provisions of Section 25F (A&B) 
of the ID Act so also Section 25N of the said act; that the 
action of the management in retrenching his services 
illegally amounts to a clear case of unfair labour practice 
and an act of victimization and so also against the principles 
of natural justice and fair play; that the workman raised an 
Industrial dispute before the jurisdictional Conciliation 
Officer and conciliation proceedings ended in failure due 
to hostile and non co-operative attitude of the management 
and therefore the present reference. He requested the court 
to pass an award in declaring the action of the management 
as illegal anddirecting it to reinstate him in service with 
continuity of service and full backwages and all other 
consequential benefits. 

3. The management by its Counter Statement while 
denying the case of the workman that he was working w ith 
it since 24-5-1985, however, admitted that the worknuin 
worked with the management from May 1990 to 24ih 
October 1995 and he did not work with the managcmciu 
regularly and that he used to remain absent and lake breaks 
in his service without intimation to the management, It was 
contented that the workman was a casual mazdoor engaged 
on daily wages and the work he was discharging was not 
permanent in nature but was casual, seasonal and 
intermittent in nature. While denying the contention that 
the workman was refused work it was contended that lie 
himself did not turn up for duty and his whereabouts were 
not known to the management till he filed a written 
complaint. However, due to the ban on recruitment by tiic 
Department of Telecommunication, the management vvtts 
not able to provide any sort of casual work to the worknuin 
It was contended that the workman was irregular and was 
unauthoriscdly absent from duty and his whereabouts w ere 
not known to the management therefore, he having failed 
to attend the work regularly cannot make an allegation ilial 
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the management has not complied with the provisions of 
Section 25F (a & b) and Section 25N of the ID Act and in 
the result it was a case of unfair labour practice or a case of 
x'ictimization as alleged by the workman; as there was a 
ban on recruitment in engaging casual mazdoor for work, 
managment was unable to provide work to the workman in 
the light of the guidelines and instructions issued by the 
department of telecommunication and he was also not 
provided with the work there being no casual work in 
existence. It was further contented that the woiicman has 
not fulfilled the conditions as laid down for temporary 
status for casual mazdoors as per the instructions issued 
by the dqiartment vide letter No. 269-4/93-STN-II dated 
17-12-1993 in as much as he remained absent from duty 
since October 1995. Therefore, the action taken by the 
management is legal and justified and the reference is liable 
to be dismissed. 

4. EHiring the course of the trial the management on 
its behalf examined one witness as MWl and got marked 
3 documents at Ex. Ml to M3 whereas the worieman 
examined himself as WWl and got marked 2 documents 
Ex. WI & W2. Ex, Ml is the reply dated 12-9-98 given by 
the Telecom District Manager, Kolar on behalf of the 
management in response to the notice dated 3-8-98 issued 
by the Conciliation Officer on the complaint filed b>’ the 
workman. Ex. M2 is the attested copy of the statement for 
the period and number of the days the workman worked 

i with the management and Ex. M3 is the abov e said notice 
dated 3-8-98 issued by the Conciliation Officer to the 
management. Ex. W1 is said to be the work book pertaining 

' to the workman for having worked with the management 
from 24-5-1985 to 15-2-1988 and from 1 -5-90 to 30-10-95 
showing M.R. No. and number of days and Ex. W2 is the 
conciliation failure report. 

5. I would like to refere the statement of MW I and 
WWl in their examination in Chief as well as cross 
examination as found relevant and necessary. 

6. Learned counsel for the management vehemently 
argued that there are no documents produced by the 
workman to show that he woiiced continuously for a period 
of 240 days in a calendar year of 1995 and therefore, the 
testimony of WWl is not sufficient and legal to suggest 
that his services were illegally terminated or retrenched in 
violation of provisions of Section 25F (a & b) of the ID Act. 
it was contented that Ex. W1 said to be a work book 
produced by the first part) does not disclose that it 
pertained to him and that it was issued by the management. 
He contended that the first party was being engaged on 
daily wage basis as a Casual Mazdoor whenever the work 

- was available with the management. He contended that the 
first party himself remained absent from duty and his 
whereabouts w«re not known till he raised the dispue in 


the Conciliation Officer and thereafter he could not be 
provided with the work as the casual woric was not avail^rie 
and so also in the light of the instructions given by the 
department of teleconununication not to engage any causual 
wcxker. TherefcHe, question of reinstatement of the workman 
who was just a casual worker not appointed in accordance 
with rules and against permanent vacancy, does not arise. 
Whereas, the learned counsel for the workman argued that 
there is sufficient, legal and satisfaaory evidence brought 
on record not only in the statement of the workman but 
also in the from of documentary evidence at Ex. W1 & Ex. 
M2 and in the very admissions made by MWl to show 
that the workman was in the service of the management 
right from the year 1985 till the month of October 1995 and 
that he was refused work from 1-1-1995 withoutany notice 
or intimation and therefore, the workman having worked 
with the management for a period of not less than 10 years 
and having worked continuously for a period of 240 days 
in a calendar year, immediately, preceding the termination 
of his services without compliance of provisions of Section 
25F(a&b) tent amounts to a case of retrenchment as defined 
under Section 2(00) of the ID Act and since there was no 
compliance of Section 25 F(a&b), the rclrcnchrncnl amounts 
to illegal termination and is liable to be set aside ns illegal 
and void abinitio and therefore, the workman is entitled to 
reinstatement with backwages and continuity of service 
and other benefits. 

7. After having gone through the records I find 
substance in the arguments adv anced for the workman 
that the refusal of work to him by the management w.e.f. 
1-11-1995 tant amounts to illegal retrenchment. The 
workman in his statement before this tribunal has sworn to 
the effect that he worked with the management from the 
year 1985 to 1988 in the Bangalore Division in Coa.xial 
Cable Project and fixtm the year 1990 to 1995 he worked in 
the said capacity at Kolar department of the management. 
He further stated that he worked continuously up till 
30-10-1995 and he was refused the work from 1-11-1995. 
This statement of the workman has remained to be 
unshaken in his cross examination for the management. 
However, as contended for the management there is no 
documentary’ evidence pressed into service on behalf of 
the w’orkman for the period he said to have worked from the 
year 1985 to 1988. The work bode at Ex. W1 of which support 
was taken by’ the workman to show that he w orked during 
the said period does not help his case as it does not disclose 
that he worked in Coaxial Cable Project at Bangalore as 
stated by him. This book refers to the place as Cannanore, 
which is not the case of the workman. Now, the next question 
to be considered would be whether the workman worked 
w’ith the management from the year 1990 till 30th October 
1995 and that during the year 1995 he worked continuously 
for a period of240 days immediately preceding termination 


3684 G1/04—43 
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of his services. This fact as argued for the workman has 
been ver>' much proved and established in the oral 
testimony of MWl as well as the aforesaid statement at Ex. 
M2 produced and marked on behalf of the management, 
itself In his examination chief MW 1 in no uncertain terms 
says that the workman worked as casual worker from the 
year 1990 to 1995 and he was attending the cable work on 
the basis of daily wages. However, he added to say that 
during the said period the first party (workman) has not 
worked continuously and that he worked with certain 
breaks. He further admitted that the workman has worked 
for more than 240 days. In his cross examination he admitted 
that from the year 1990 to 1995 he worked at Kolar. He 
further admitted in his cross examination that during the 
year 1994 the workman has worked for 312 days. From the 
perusal of the above said statment at Ex. M2 it can be very 
well gathcredthatthewoikmanworiced with the management 
from the month of July 1990 till October 1995. As seen 
above it was admitted by MWl that the workman worked 
for a period of312 days during the year 1994. This fact is 
also borne out from the statement of Ex. M2. From the 
above said statement again it is disclosed that during the 
year 1995 the workman worked for a period of279 days i.e. 
for a period of more than 240 days in the above said calendar 
year. Therefore, going by the very statement of MWl and 
the statement of Ex. M2 filed by the management itself it 
gets very much clear that during the year 1994 as well as in 
the year 1995 the workman worked continuously for a period 
of240 days and more immediately preceding the termination 
of his services w.e.f 1-11-95. Therefore, this being the 
admitted position of fact, the position of law certainly must 
come to the rescue of the workman. Since the w orkman has 
fulfilled the conditions of the provisions of Section 25 (B) 
having worked continuously for a period of 240 days in a 
calendar year preceding immediately before he was reftiscd 
work, the action of the management tant amounts to 
retrenchment as defined under Section 2(oo) of the ID Act. 
Undisputedly the management has not complied with the 
provisions of Section 25 (a&b) of the ID Act and therefore, 
the retrenchment amounts to illegal termination of the 
services in violation of the above provisions of law 
Consequent upon, the termination of the services of the 
workman shall have to be held illegal and void abinitio. 
Now coming to the question of the reliefs, undisputedly 
the workman was being enganged on daily wages working 
as casual mazdoor. His appointment certainly was not in 
accordance with the rules.The contention of the 
management that under the instructions and guidelines of 
department of Telecommunication, the workman has not 
been provided with work and engaged any more of daily 
wage basis has not been disputed on behalf of the workman. 
Therefore, he being a casual worker, enagaged as a Casual 
Mazdoor on daily wage basis and the said work, now, not 


being available with the management and that there is a 
ban from the department not to take services on daily wage 
basis it will not be in the interest of justice to burden the 
management with the reinstatment of the workman. Coming 
to the relief of the backwages, the termination of the 
workman having been held illegal, in normal course he 
should have been paid full backwages from the dale of 
termination till the date of the award to be passed in his 
favour. First of all he cannot be paid backwages for the 
period from the date of termination till the date he raised 
the dispute with the Conciliation Officer. He was terminated 
as seen above w.e.f 1-1-1995 and whereas he appoached 
the Conciliation Officer raising the dispute in the year 1998. 
From Ex. M3 which is the notice copy issued to the 
management calling upon it to attend the conciliation 
proceedings it is revealed that the notice was issued to the 
management in the month of August 1988 and therefore, it 
can be presumed that somewhere in the month of August 
or a month prior thereto the workman approached the 
Conciliation Officer. Therefore, from N11-1995 till August 
1988 no backwages can be granted to the workman 
particularly there being no explanation offered on his behalf 
as to why he did not raise the dispute with the Conciliation 
Officer earlier to the month of August 1988. Now the next 
question to be decided would be whether he could get 
backwages from the month of September 1998 till the 
date of award in question. The workman in the normal 
course could nc$ have been denied full backwages for the 
aforesaid period unless it was established by the 
management that he was gainfully employed during the 
said period. The management witness, MWl in his 
deposition before this Tribunal no where uttered a single 
word with regard to the gainful employment or otherwise 
of the w orkman when he was aw ay from the service of the 
management during the said period. Likew isc, it w as also 
incumbent on the part of the workman to disclose before 
this tribunal as to whether he was gainfully employed or 
not when he Was not in the service of the management 
during the above said period. Very- strangely, the workman 
who was examinai before this tribunal was conspicuously 
silent on this aspect of the case. Therefore, there being 
lack of evidence both on the part of the retrenchment 
compensation to be paid to the workman and salary to be 
paid in lieu of the notice of one month and also taking into 
account the fact that the w'orkman just worked as Casual 
Mazdoor earning daily wages, it appears to be a fit case to 
pay him certain amount in liimsum as compensation for 
the loss of his services to the management and it appears 
to me that ends of justice will meet if he is ordered to be 
paid a sum of Rs. 75,(XX) towards his full and final settlement 
of the claim against the management. Accordingly the 
reference is allowed and following award is passed. 

AWARD 

The management is directed to pay a sum of 
Rs. 75,000 towards the full and final settlement of the claim 
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of the workman. He shall be paid tlw above said amount 
within the period of 3 months from the date of publication 
of this award. In case ofiailure, the aforesaid amount shall 
carry interest at the rate of 9 per cent after the expiry of a 
period of 3 months. 

(Dictated to P.A. transcribed by her, corrected and 
signed by me on 8th Noveitiber, 2(X)4) 

A R SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 

’T^fe#, 30 2004 

3338«—1947 (1947 

qn 14 ) qR117 % ftqPT % 

afhehfqq^ fqqrq afNitPra? 

% qqR l?^rafel^-186/2003) ^ ’ 

30-11-2004 

^3TT«ni 

[^. ^-40025/26/2004-3ni$31R(-^.^ ) ] 

3>cn<^)'i TPT i*il, 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2004 

S,0. 3338.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. LCID- 
186/2003) of the Ceiitral Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of D/o Post arrd their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 30-11 -2004. 

[No. L^25/26/2004-IR(DU)] 

KULDIPRAIVERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : Shri E. Ismail,B.Sc., LL.B., Presiding 
* Officer 

Dated the 27th day of September, 2004 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE L.C.LD, NO. 186/2003 

Between: 

Sri N, N^jaya Kumar, 

S/oN.Y Subbaiah, 

C/o Sri K. Balagopal, 

6-3-609/10/5, Upstairs, 

Anandnagar colony, 

Khairatabad, Hyderabad. ...Petitioner 


AND 

1. The Assistant Si^rerintendent of 
Post <^ces, Bapatla Division, 

Bapatla. 

2. The Superintendent of Post Offices, 

Tbnali Divirion, 

Tenali. ...Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : Sri K. Balagopal, Advocate 

For the Respondent : Sri. B. Rajavardhan Reddy, 
Advocate 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2A (2) of the I.D. 
Act, 1947 in view of the judgement of the Hon’ble High 
Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in W.P. No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa and 
M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two others. 

2. The brief facts of the petition are : That the 
Petitioner was drawing wages of Rs. 2200 P.M. at the time 
of his removal from service on 1-4-99. When he was 
woricing as Extra Departmental Delivery Agent (EDD A) 
in the postal Department at Pedapulivarru in Vellatur 
S.O. Repalle Sub-Division, Guntur District on 19-9-84. 
Against his removal he filed an appeal on 25-5-99 which 
was rejected on 14-2-2000. Again he send a demand 
letter in the form of a petition for reconsideration dated 
15-7-2000 addressed to the Post Master General, A.P. 
Circle, \^jayawada. Said demand letter was rejected on 
17-1-2003. He has not approached any other authority 
or forum. 

3. The brief ^ncts are that he was aRxrinted as EDDA 
in the postal Department at PedapulivaTTu on 
19-9-84. That when the post fell vacant he made a 
representation as he is having experience. Hebdongs W 
Scheduled Caste. Yet, it was not considered and they 
appointed one Sri N. Jagadish who developed a grudge 
against the Petitioner and framed a case against him hy 
fabricating evidence. 

4. on 20-2-97, the Petitioner was served a 
memorandum of fmir charges namely, (1) that he had foiled 
to deliver 91 un-registered letters recieved for delivery at 
the Pedapulivarru post office between 5-3 -96 and 19-6-%, 
deliverable at six villages within that post office’s 
jurisdiction; (2) that he foiled to deliver 61 un-registered 
articles received by the Pedapulivarm post office on 
1-1-97 till 2-1-97; (3) that from 22-7-96 onwards till 2-1-97 
he foiled to visit Gorig^udi, a fixed beat village, except for 
only six days; and (4) one wedding cover received for 
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delivery on 2-5-96 at Pedapulivarru post office was 
delivered by him only 4-5-96. Charge No. 1 was supported 
by the discovery of a bundle of 91 un-reisgered letters 
found by a passer-by Sir Gorigapati Seshaiah, near the 
Petitioner’s residence. That 91 letters over a period of 3 
months and 2 weeks comes to less than one letter per day. 
Why any ED DA would keep just one letter un-delivered 
each day when he is taking the trouble to deliver all the 
other letters is a question that finds no answer in the 
entire proceedings, more particularly when there is no 
allegation of any grudge on the part of the Petitioner 
against the individual recipients of the letters. That the 
bundle is planted so as to incriminate the Petitioner caimot 
be ruled out. That the possibility of the letters being pilfered 
after being stamped in order to create grounds for 
proceedings against the Petitioner cannot be ruled out. 
The other three charges are frivolous. It is submitted that 
on I -1 -97 there were about 300 letters to be delivered over 
a length of 36 KMs and it so happened that the Petitioner 
could not deliver 62 of them. The Petitioner could not 
deposit the undelivered letters in the post office but 
brought them home, where they were found by the IPO 
on 2-1-97 It shows the prejudiced mind of the Enquiry 
Officer and the Disciplinary Authority Charge No. 3 was 
held not proved, and article of charge No. 4 is even more 
frivolous than charge No. 2. One Single letter which could 
not be delivered on 2-5-% which was a Saturday, since the 
rcceipient’s house was locked, was delivered pron^tly on 

4- 5-96 on Monday. Even assuming that the misconduct is 
proved the extreme punishment of removal was not 
considered as the period pertains to 5-3-96 to 19-6-96 and 
there was no complaint regarding non-delivery of mail 
thereafter until 1 2-1-97, Hence, the removal order maybe 
set aside and he may be reinstated. 

5. A counter was filed stating that the Petitioner was 
appointed from 19-09-84 as alleged by him. The post of 
CDS BPM, Pedapulivarru branch office is fallen vacant 
w.e.f 16-10-95 due to the promotion of its incumbent to 
Gradc-C cadre. Though necessary propaganda for making 
provisional arrangement to the post was made the 
Petitioner did not apply for the post of BPM, Pedapulivarru. 
Only one application of Sri. N. Jagadish was received on 

5- 3 -96 and he was appointed and he repeats that what all 
happened. Further added that the Petitioner in his 
statement even before IPO (PG) on 2-1-97 admitted his 
guilt. Hence, the dismissal may be upheld. 

6. The Learned Counsel for the Petitioner conceded 
that the domestic enquiry is validly held and arguments 
were advanced under Sec. 11A by both the Counsels for 
the Petitioner and Respondent respectively. 

7. The same things are advanced by the Learned 
Counsel for the Petitioner as mentioned in the petition 
and he also relied on 1982 LAB IC 1745 wherein it was held 


that, . .Failure of Department to produce material witness 
denying the delinquent opportunity to cross examine that 
Witness-Enquiry vitiated being in violation of principles 
of natural justice.” That has no bearing because he has 
conceded that the domestic enquiry was vailidly 
conducted. Any w!^ he submits that for an alleged offence 
between 5-3-96 to 19-6-96 which pertains to non-delivery 
of about one letter per day for which he was dismissed on 
1-4-99 which is a major punishment. Henc^, he submits 
that the Petitioner is entitled to the relief sought in the 
case. 

8. The Respondent's counsel was absent he did not 
give any written arguments also. Ife submits that he had 
previously written in the counter that it is not an ’industry’. 

9. It maybe noted that as respondent’s counsel was 
not present his arguments could not be heard. But, now it 
iswell s^ed in view of 1998(1)L1JI page 184 that Iblecom 
is an ’industry’. So it will apply to the postal Department 
also, because their Lordships held that the Telecom 
Department is not engaged in discharging sovereign 
functions of the State and that the decisions in the case of 
Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts^ Wkam V. Theyyam 
Joseph 1996IICLR 237 and Bombay Telephone (Canteen 
Employees Association V Union of India 1997II CLR 218 
cannot be treated as laying down the correct law. Charge 
No. 1 pertains to non-deliveiy of 91 umegistered letters 
duriiigthepeiiod5-3-%to 19-6-% ddiverrf)le at six villages 
within that post office’s jurisdiction. This seems to be a 
rather serious charge and it stands proved. (2) That he 
failed to deliver 61 un-registered articles received by the 
pedapulivarru post office on 1 -1 -97 till 2-1 -97. This does 
not seem to be a serious charge, because on 1-1-97 
according to the Petitioner there were 300 letters to be 
delivered over a beat length of 36 KM and he could not 
deliver 61 un-registered letters. So it is not a grave charge. 
(3) That he did not visit (jorigapudi, a fixed beat village, 
which is not proved. (4) The fourth charge is that one 
wedding cover received for delivery on 2-5-96 at 
Pedapulivarru post office was delivered by him only on 
4-5-96 for this he gave explanation that 2nd, May was a 
Saturday and the recipient’s house was locked, he 
delivered it on 4-5-96. So it may be seen that only the 
grave charge is charge No. 1 and the greatest part of it is 
that he was allowed to continue in service till 1 -4-99. He 
was not even placed under suspension, although the 
complaint was received on 30-10-96. So that means the 
post office continued to trust him and taking the work 
upto 31-3-99 when the matter was discovered and 
obviously there were no complaints against him during 
the said period. So it took them two years three months to 
dismiss him. No doubt, it is a grave charge that he failed to 
deliver 91 un-registered letters between 5-3-96 to 19-6-%, 
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that may contain in 4 X)rtant letters. It may also contain 
interview letters and other importmit matters and it is a 
grave offence. But yet as the post office allowed him to 
continue for two years three months when the said offence 
was disclosed through complaint dated 30-12*96. Th^^ 
allowed him to continue for two years. So I am of the 
opinion that the Petitioner having put in service from 
19-9-84 to 1-4-99, i.e.,for ISyears.thejmnishmentistoo 
harsh to send him unceremoniously. Hence, I am of the 
opinion that although the order of the dismissal dated 
1-4-99 has to be confirm^ yet the Petitioner is entitled 
for 10 months pay i.e., pay last drawn multiplied by 10. 
Accordingly as to the Petitioner was drawing at the time 
of dismissal Rs. 2200/-, which is not contradicted in the 
counter. Hence, the Petitioner is entitled to 10 months pay 
i.e., Rs. 22,000/- plusRs. 3,000/- for theoost of this litigation 
inallRs. 25,000/-to be paid within 30 d£Q^ of the publication 
of this Award and if paid thereafter with interest @ 6%p.a. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowii, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 27th day of September, 2004. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 

Appendix of evkleiice 

Witnesses examined Witnesses examined 

for the Petitioner for the Respondent 

NIL ML 

Documents mariced for the Peitioner 


New Delhi, the 2iid December, 2004 

S.O. 3339. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Ontial 
(fovemment hereto piddishes the award (Ref. No. ID No. 
100/2002) of the Central Clovernment Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court H^r^Nul now as shown in the Aimexure, 
in the hndustrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the manageinent of State Bank of Ifyderabad and their 
workman, wdiich was received fay the Central Govemment 
onOl-12-2004. 

[No.L-12014/2/2004-lR(B. 1)] 
C. GAmADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CXmRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TIOBlJNAlXlJM^JiBOUR COURT 
ATHYDERABAD 

PRESENT : Shri E. IsmaU, B Sc., LL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

Dated the 23rd day of Sq[)tettfoer, 2004 

INDUSTRIALDISPUTE L.CLD. Na 100/2002 

Between: 

Sri Maqbool Khan, 

S/oKhajaKhan, 

R/o 2-6-14, Brahman Puri, 

Mrmal, 

Adilabad, District. .. ..Prtitioner 


NIL 


AND 


Documents marked for the Repondent 
NIL 

fe#, 2 2004 

^.3tr. 3339.—srfitPpnT, 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ VTTT17 % ^ 

■'=<11*1 Iconic % 

■^ 0 - 100 / 2002 ) ^ t, mm 

01 - 1 2-2004 ^ W<Tf31T «Tr I 

[U 'q;^-12014/2/2004-311^.31K.(^ 1)] 

^FPIFI, STBR 


1. The General Manager, 
State Bank of Hyderabad, 
Gunfoundry, 

Hyderabad 

2. The Branch Manager, 
State Bank of Hyderabad, 
Nirmal Branch, 

Adilabad, District. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner 


For the Respondent : 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2A (2) of the I.D. 
Act, 1947 in view of the judgment of the Hon’ble High 


....Respondents 


M/s G. Ravimohan, R. Devender 
Reddy, G. Srinivas Reddjy & G. 
Naresh Kumar, Advocates 

Sr. A. V.S.S. Prasad, Advocate 

AWARD 
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Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in W.P, No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa and 
M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two others. 

2. The brief facts as mentioned in the petition are : 
That the Petitioner was appointed in the Respondent bank 
on 8-6-95 as a watchman cum attender. Since his 
appointment he has been performing his duties to the 
utmost satisfaction of his superiors. That the Petitioner 
was paid Rs. 25/- per day. Subsequently, his pay was 
enhanced from time to time on 31 -3 -99. The Petitioner was 
terminated orally. At the time of this termination he was 
drawing Rs. 75 per day. The Petitioner was not issued any 
notice or no enquiry was conducted. He used to work 
from 10 AM to 5 PM. His services were terminated witiiout 
any notice or notice pay. Even under the settlement of the 
bank rules, notice is required to be issued before 
terminating an employee. But, in the present case no such 
notice is issued. Hence, it is prayed that the Hon’ble Court 
may be pleased to set aside oral tennination order dated 
31-3-99 passed by the Respondent. 

3. A counter was filed stating that the Petitioner 
never worked for more than 240 days in calendar year, he 
w'as appointed without authority and as such the 
employment is illegal and the appointment is non-exist in 
eye of law he was engaged only on daily wages. Hence, 
he is not entitled for any relief There were instructions 
from Government of India dated 6-8-90 those temporary 
employees who have put in temporary service of 90 days 
or more after 1-1-82 and who have fiiifiiled the prescribed 
eligibility criteria considered for appointment in a sub¬ 
ordinate cadre and thereafter as per Government of India 
guidelines no absorption of the daily labours the empioj'ees 
will be considered by the bank. 

4. That this Petitioner’s services were utilized on 
daily wages as watchman during the years 1998-99 for a 
period of 50 days only. He was not appointed as a 
watchman cum attender on 8-6-95. Again his services were 
utilized from 7-10-98 to 4-3-99 for 50 days only when the 
permanent watchman was on leave on day to day casual 
basis by paying wages for the day. He never worked for 
240 days in a calendar year. Then several Judgements are 
mentioned which need not be mentioned here as they will 
be looked into at the time of arguments. 

5. The Petitioner examined himself as WWl and 
deposed the facts as stated in the petition. That certificate 
was issued that he is working from 8-6-95 which is Ex. W1. 
That he made various representations. The representations 
and postal acknowledgements are Ex. W2 to W7, In the 
cross-examination he deposed that it is correct that Ex. 
W1 does not bear any date and he has not filed any written 
proof issued by the bank that he worked continuously for 
240 days in a year. He denied that he worked only for 50 
days on leave vacancy from 7-10-98 to 4-3-99, It is not true 
to suggest that person who has signed on Ex. W1 was not 


a Branch Manager and Ex. W1 is brought up after the 
retirement ol the person who has signed on it and therefore 
it is undated. That he is not entitled for any reinstatement 
or b^ wages. 

6. The Management examined Sri Sudhir Katgeri, 
Chief Manager with the Respondent, Nirmal branch. He 
tas submitted that Ex. W1 the certificate filed by the 
worieman is undated and it is not the official record of the 
baidc and it is a cooked iq) document. That he never worked 
for 240 days or more in a calendar year. Attendance 
registo's arc Ex. M1 to M7. 

7. In the cross-examinatiem he deposed that he does 
not know the Petitioner personally and he is deposing on 
the basis of records. The Petitioner was engaged on 

to day duty when some body was on leave. He denied 
that he worked for 240 days and more. 

8. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner that originally he was appointed on 8-6-95 as a 
watchman-oim-attender. Initialfyhewas being paid Rs. 25 
per day. Subsequently his pr^ was enhanced to Rs. 75 per 
day. Since his a^pdntment, be has been performing his 
duties to the utmo^ sat^action of his superiors. That he 
was orally terminated on 31-3-99 without nmice or notice 
t»y. That the Nirmal Branch Manager issued a certificate 
which is Ex. Wl. No notice or notice pay was paid. The 
Petitioner is having qualifications. Hence, the tennination 
order dated 31-3-99 m^ be set aside and he may be 
reinstated with back wages. 

9. The Re^pemdent argued that Ex. Wl cannot be 
believed as it is undated and it is admitted by W W1 that 
he is a Petitioner that he has not filed in written proved 
that he worked continuously for 240 days or more. In 
jtosence of prove he is not entitled for any relief. He relied 
on AIR 2002 Siqxreme Court page 1147 wherein it was held 

that, “.Onus lies upon claimant to show that he 

had in fact worked for 240 d^ in a year—In absence of 
proof of receipt of salary or wages or record of 
appointment, filing of an affidavit by workman is not 
s^icient evidence to prove that he had worked for 240 
days in a year preceding his tenrunation”. He submits that 
the Petitioner has foiled to prove the same. Hence, he is 
not entitled for any relief 

10. I have given serious thoughts to the case. But, 
th^ is no proof at all that he wmked for 240 days or more 
except Ex. Wl and Bx. Wl is undated and he is unable 
even to give the nanw of the person who has issued the 
certificate except saying that Manager issued that. Ifatleast 
he has given the nairo, the Court could have summoned 
him and tried to come to a conclusion. In absence of any 
proof that he worked for 240days, I am afraid no relief can 
be given to him. Hence, an award is passed holding that 
the Petitioner is not entitled for any relief 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 
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Dictated to Kum. K. Pttam Cknvh, Persoaial Asa^ant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me: on 
this the 23 rd day of September, 2004. ( 

E. ISMAIL, PreadingOfficer 

)b Appmdix of evidrace 

Witnesses examine for Witnesses examined tor 

theP^itimier Respondent 

WWl: Sri Maqbool Khan MWl; Sri SudhirKatgdi 
Dociumoits mmtedferlte Petitioner 
Ex W1: Certificate dL Nil 
Ex W2: Office copy of the representation by WWl 

Ex W3: Postal acknowledgement 

Ex W4; Postal acknowledgement 

Ex W5: Postal acknowledgement 

Ex W6: Postal acknowledgement 

Ex W7: Postal acknowledgement 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

Ex. Ml to M7: Attendance registers from 1995 to 
2000 

2 2004 

3340, — 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^RF17 ^ % 

3Ri«RT5r ^ wMi % 

rs r>f M V.. - ft. . . _ . A- — . f> 

-HWK 'STOlPfafi 

tiRwn; 'it. i 68/2002) 

1-12-2004 

^3n«TTi 

[rio T^fT-41014/1/2004-3ni.3fR,(arl. 1) ] 

rit. wsfon, 

New Delhi, the 2nd DecCTiber, 2004 
S.O. 3340. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 

Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
(jOvenimentherd)y pitolishestheaw^CI.D. No. 68/2(X}2) 
of the Central (jovemment Industrial Tribunal/L^XHir 
Court, Hyderabad, as sltown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of S.E. Railway 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
(jovemmenton 1-12-2004. 

[No. L-41014/1/20G4-IR(B. I) 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXmO; 

BEFORETHECENTlULGOVERN^am' 

INDI]STIUALTRIB04A[X1JM-1J^1JRC01^ 

ATHYDRABAD 

PRESENT 

SHRIE. ISMAIL, B.SC., LL.B., Presiding C^cer 


Dated the 28th day of October, 2004 

Indn^al Dispute L.C.LD. Na 68^002 

(Old LT.LD. No. 46/2901 IVansferred fitnn Industrial 
Iribumd-cum-Ladiour Cmirt, Msakhapatnam) 

Betweai: 

Sri Bandar! Sambasiva Rao, 

D. No. 13-28-1, 

KG.H.UpRoai, 

Msakhapatnam .Petitioner 

AND 

I The General Secretary, 

S.E. Railway Garden Reach, 

Calcutta. 

1 The President/Secretary Ore Exchange 

Yard Staff Centre, S.E. Railways, 

\%akh^tnmn. .Respondents 

^ipcarances: 

For the Petitioner : SriM. \feiikataRamana, 
Advocate 

For the Respondent : M/s. Badirnath & Madanmohto, 
Advocates for Rl. 

M/s. A. Narasimha Appa Rao, & 
P V. Ramana, Advocates for R2. 

AWARD 

This is a case taken under Sec. 2 A (2) of the ID. Act, 
1947 by the Industrial Tribunal-cum-L^bour Court, 
Visakluq)mnam in view of tlte judgment of the Hob’blc 
High Court of Andhra Pradedi report^ in WP. No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinnappa and M/s. 
Cotton Corporation (ff India, and two others and transferred 
to this Court in view of the Government of India, Ministry 
of Labour’s order No. H-U026/1/2001-IR (C-II) dated 
18-10-2001 bearing I.T.I.D. No. 46/2(X)I and renumbered in 
this C^omt as L.C.I.D. No. 68/2002. 

2. The brief facts as mentioned in the petition are: 
that the Petitioner joined as salesman on 13-2-1989 inOre 
Exchange Yard Staff Canteen and he was paid Rs. 250 per 
momh till May, 1993. Thereafter he was paid Rs. 100. Then 
he filed a case before Assistant Commissioner of Labour, 
Circle II, Nfisakhapatnam along with one Mr. B. 
Nagabhushana Rao under Minimum Wages Act The case 
was ittimb^ed as P. W. Tto. 8/94 and the same was allowed 
by the ai^mrity and the workman won the case and the 
Management was directed to deposit an amount of 
Rs. 3000 towards depicted wages, lire authority was also 
given direction to deposit an amount of Rs. 1500 towards 
corapensatkm. The smd order was receri'ol by tlte workman 
on 5-1-2001. The amount* was deposited before the 
Assistant Commissioner of Labour. The Management 
terminated the services of the workman in the month of 
April, 1994 after filing the above case without any notice is 
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illegal. That in place of the workman the son of 2nd 
Management was appointed. He approached several times 
but to no avail. Hence, this petition. It is prayed that to 
direct the Respondent No. 2 to reinstate the workman with 
continuity of service and other attendant benefits, for costs 
of this claim. 

3. A counter was filed by R1 denying all the 
allegations and stating that no employer and employee 
relationship existing between the R1 and the Petitioner. 
They have got nothing to do except to encourage them as 
welfare activity. The Railway Administration has given them 
free accommodation, water and electric power. Beyond this 
gesture railways did not do anything as regard to the 
maintenance and day to day functioning of the canteen 
and not at all involved in its Management. That the staff 
themselves have elected one person as a Secretary who 
used to engage some outsiders and they have no say in 
the same. The representation is about the report for 
recognizing the canteen as a statutory canteen and extend 
the privileges at par with all the statutory canteen staff. 
The said canteen is non-statutory and non-recognized 
canteen. That the railway administration has deposited the 
amount of Rs. 4500 in pursuance of the order in P. W. 8/94 
and appeal before the District Court. They are in no way 
connected with the canteen. Hence, the petition may be 
dismissed. 

4 R2, the canteen filed a counter stating that there 
is no relationship between the Petitioner and the 
Respondent. Hence, the petition is not maintainable. That 
the gesture of the railways providing free accommodation, 
water and light has been misinterpreted by the Petitioner 
and has taken advantage of the orders in P.W. 8/94. Hence, 
the petition may be dismissed. 

5. The Petitioner examined himself as WWl and 
deposed the facts stated in the petition and about the case 
P.W. 8/94 and he has submitted two applications to the 
Secrclaiy; Government of India, Ministry of Railways, New 
Delhi in *1992 and 1993. Ex. WI is the order in P.W, 8/94. Ex. 
W2 IS the letter dated 21-9*92. Ex. W3 is the letter dated 
12-2-93 In the cross examination he deposed that there is 
no record to show that he was employee of the Railways. 
He docs not have any documents to show that Railways 
has paid salary to him. It is not true that an appeal is 
pending against the P.W. 8/94 order. 

6. SriN.V.S.KrishnaRao,HeadClerkwasexanuned 
as MWl. He deposed that he has been working since 18 
\ ears. No appointment order was given to the workman. 
There is no connection to the Railways to maintain the 
administration of canteen. That they paid Rs. 4500 to the 
Petitioner and another person in P.W. 8/94 on the file of 
ACL. Visakhapatnam. In the cross examination he deposed 
that R2 canteen is situated in the premises of Rl . It is true 
that permanent employees of the Railways are running the 
canteen It is not true to suggest that as ACL orders have 


become final and the Petititmer by virtue of that Judgement 
is a Raihv^ enqdoyee entided for reinstatnnent, badk wa^ 
and other benefits. It is not true to suggest that the wages 
are paid by Railway through the Secretary. 

7. Much has been argued by either side which need 
not be gone into as WWl, the Petitioner who examined 
himself, stated that he is working as Conductor in APSRTC, 
not only that he has also deposed in another L.C.I.D. 88/ 
2004 tobefore joining the APSRTC he worked in the Ore 
Exchange Yard Canteen which need not be gone into 
because for the simple that he has deposed that he is 

now working as Conductor in APSRTC, The only draw 
back is that it is not elicited in the cross examination as to 
since when he is working as conductor ? The argument 
that the Petitioner never woriced does not stand to any 
reason because in P.W 8/94 he has been ordered to be paid 
by the Respondents. An appeal is pending, is a different 
matter. According to WWl the Petitioner herein he has 
already drawnthe amount on 22-6-2002 byway of a cheque. 
So that does not hold water. He has been working from 
1989, According to the Petitioner he was dismissal in May, 
1993. But he has approached this Court in 2001. The age 
that is shown is 40 years, obviously he must have joined 
immediately or within a short span after being dismissed in 
April, 1994 the service as Conductor in APSRTCand hence, 
as he is already working in a better post and he has failed 
to show how long he was unemployed due to being 
terminated from services in April, 1994 and what is the 
actual loss caused to him is not shown. So I do not want to 
go into the details as to whether notice was necessary and 
what is the fact and all because the Petitioner is gainfully 
employed and as a job, he is having one. Therefore, I hold 
that the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief and there is 
delay in approaching the Court in 7 years. Therefore, I 
hold that the Petitioner is not entitled to any relief 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 28th day of October, 2004. 

E. ISMAIL, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

WWl; Sri B. SambasivaRao MWl SriN.VS. KrishnaRao 
Documents maikcdfor the Petitioner 
Ex. Wl: Order copy in P.W. 8/94 

Ex. W2: Copy of Ir. sent to the Government of India, 
M/o Railways dt. 21 -9-92 

Ex. W3: Copy of Ir. sent to the Government of India, 
M/o Railways dt. 12-2-93 
Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 
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M fijwft, 2 2004 

SIT. 3341 .—1947 

(1947 ^ 14) ^ «lRr 17 % 315 OT wm. 

% iwtm % 'mz afiT -3^ 4>4» 1 <^ 

W^Ra?|?IlpKb 

3Tf«mq/am «mr?-il, % ^taire (iM 

209/2001) ^ 3P1^ t, ^ 25~1 1 - 

2004^3ITO^3TT«ni 

[•?To tr^-20012/186/2001-3n^ (^-l)] 
T^o T^Ho 3F1T 
New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2004 

S.O. 3341.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 209/ 
2001) of theCeittralCkweninKrttliidustrialTribuiial/Labour 
Court Dhanbad>II now as shown in the Anne?nire in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 25-11-2004. 

[No. L-20012/186/2001-IR(C-D] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Se<y. 
ANNEXURE 

before tbe centralgovernment 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) ATDHANBAD 
PRESENT: 

ShriB. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(l)(d)oftheI.D. Act., 1947. 
REFERENCE NO. 209 OF 2001 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Kustore Area of M/s. BCCL and their workman. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the Workman : Mr. K. Chakravmty, 

Advocate 

On behalf of the employers: Mr. RN. Ganguly, 

Advocate 

State: Jharkhand : Industry Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 3rd November, 2004 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 10( 1 )(d) of 
thel.D. Act, 1947 has referred the fallowing dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. L-20012/186/ 
2001-IR(C-I), dated, the 1 Ith July, 2004. 

SCHEDULE 

“KYA MESSRS. BHARAT COKING COAL 
LIMITED KEY PRAVANDHTANTRA DWARA 


KARMAKAR SHRl JAGDISH BAURl MINER/ 
LOADERHURRlLADIHOOLLIERyKISEVAYAkO 
BARKHAST KIYA JANA VIDHIBAT EVAM 
NAYACHTT HAI ? YADINAHI TO KARMAKAR 
KISLAVKEYHAKDARHAIT’ 

2. In this reference both the sides ai^)eared through 
their authorised representative. In course of hearing of the 
instant reference the representative of the workman/unitm 
submitted that the sponsoring union/workman is ifttt 
interested to proceed with the hearing of this case and for 
which they are not taking any step to file Written Statement. 

In view of such submission there is sufficieid ireastm 
to believe that the concerned workman/uniop, is not 
interested to proceed with the hearing of this case and for. 
which I do not find any cogent ground to adjourn the case 
further. Hence the same is closed and a *No dispute* Award 
is passed in this reference presuming non-existence of any 
industrial dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
2 2004 

an. 3342.—1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ W 17 % 

3Tf%ra)riR/?R «mK-II, % "9^ (^M 

35 / 2 OO 3 ) ^ ^ ^ 25-11“ 

2004^'SIP?T^3TT«ni 

[^o tr?r-20012/244/2002-aiTf3TR ("Ht-I)] • 

NewDelhi, the 2ndDecembcr, 2004 
S.O. 3342.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act,' 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herd)y publishes the award (Ref. No. 35/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court Dhanbad-II now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 25-11-2004. 

[No. L-20012/244/2002-IR (C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

before the central GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) ATDHANBAD 
PRESENT: ^ 

ShriB. BISWAS, 

Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(l)(d) of thel.D. Act, 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 35 OF 2003 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Sijua Area of iWs BCCL and their workman. 
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On behalf of the Workman : None 

On behalf of the employers; Mr. D.K. \ferma. Advocate 

State ; Jharkhand : Industry Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 4th November, 2004 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 10(l)(d) of 
the I D. Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication v/c/^ thefr Order No. L-20012/244/ 
20()2-rR(C-I), dated, the 10th March, 2003. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Loyabad 
Collieiy, Sijua Area of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., 
to retire Sri Lai Bahadur Gope, Haulage Operator w.e.f. 
5-6-2001 as per notice dated 17-2-2001 is proper and 
justified? If not, to what relief is the concerned 
workman entitledT’ 

2. In this reference neither the concerned workman 
nor his representative appeared. Management, however, 
made appearance through their learned Advocate. Instant 
reference is pending since 2003 for disposal. It transpires 
from the record that sufficient opportunities have been 
gi\ cn to the workman/union but inspitc of giving ample 
opportunities l)iey have failed to turn up and even they 
did not consider necessary to file Written Statement on 
their behalf Attitude of the concerned workman/union if 
IS taken into consideration it will expose clearly that they 
arc not inicrcsted to puceed with the hearing of this case. 
Under ihc circumstances, there is no reason to drag on the 
case siio moto for days together. Hence, the case is closed. 
Accordinlgy a ‘No dispute’ Award is passed presuming 
non-existence of any industrial dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
M ^^7^, 2 2004 

3TT. 3343.—1947 
(1947 14) ^ 17 % 31^^174 

% ‘'TW (71^4 4<2HI 
171/2001 ) ^ 25-11- 

2004 ^ ^ 2n I 

[730 1^-20012/88/2001(Th-I) ] 
■QTT. "OTT. 33^ 73f^ 
New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2004 
S.O. 3343.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 171/ 
2tK)l) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court Dhanbad-II now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BCCL and their workman, which was 
received b> the Central Government on 25-11-2004. 

(No. L-2(K)12/88/200l-IR(C-I)] 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BEjFORE THE CENIRAL GOVERNMENT 
industrial TRIBUNAL (NO!) AT DHANBAD 
PRESENT: 

ShriB. BISWAS, 

Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(I)(d)oftheI.D. Act, 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 171 OF 2001 

PARTIES: 

Eit^loyers in relation to the management of 

M/s. BCCL and their woiianan. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the Wbrkman : None 

On behalf of the employers: Mr. D.K. Wima, Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Industry Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 5th November, 2004 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, inexercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10(I)(d) of 
the I D. Act, 1947 has refened the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. L-20012/88/ 
2001-IR(C-I). dated, the 24th March, 2004. 

SCIffilRlLE 

“Whether the Mtion of the management of CCL 
Goyint^Hir Ar^ lU in reverting Shri Alu Rajak as 
Line Mazdobr, ^fter serving as Office Peon for seven 
years is legal, .fwoper justified? If not, to what relief is 
the workman concerned entitledT’ . 

2. In this case neither the concerned worknian nor 
his representative appeared before this Tribunal. 
Management, however, made appearance through their 
learned Advocate. It reveals from the record that the instant 
reference is pending for disposal since 2001. It also further 
transpires from the record that sufficient opportunities have 
b^n given to the workmanside but inspite of giving ample 
opportunities they have failed to appear before this 
Tribunal. Even they did not consider necessary to file 
Written Statement on their behalf As the workmanside 
failed to file Written Statement management also declined 
to file Written Statement on their behalf The attitude of the 
parlies clearly show that they arc not interested to proceed 
with the hearing of this case. Under the circumstances, 
there is no reason to adjourn the case suo moto for days 
together. Hence, the case is closed and a ‘No dispute' 
Award is passed in this reference presuming non-cxistcnce 
of any industrial dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
2 2004 

3ir. 3344.—3ft33ft#m, 1947 
(1947 ^ 14) ^ WIT 17 % 33^?TTtJT 7TTWR 
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% Tra«r?ra % P r ^ t ^ r y j ' 3^^T *3^^ ?F*f^ 

3;rf«i^Ror/?i*? Wn^-ll, % (^M 

160/2000) ^ 25-11- 

2004^31T^'5a^T«iri 

[^O T^-20012/262/2000-3TTf3nT (^-I) ] 

W- W- '!r^» 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2004 
S.O. 3344.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 160/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial TribunalA^dxxu 
Court, Dhanbad-II nowasshowninthe Annexureinthe 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 25-11-2004. 

(No. L-20012/262/2000-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANNEXUBE 

before the centralgovernment 

INDUSTRIALTRTOUNAL (N0.2) ATDHANBAD 
PRESENT: 

ShriB. BISWAS, 

Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(l)(d)oftheI.D. Act., 1947. 
REFERENCE NO. 160 OF200Q 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of 
M/s. BCCL and their workman. 
APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the Workman ; None 

On behalf of the employers: Mr. S.N. Ghosh, Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Industry Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 3rd November, 2004 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 10(l)(d) of 
the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. L-2001 2! 
262/2000-IR(C-I), dated, the 25th October, 2000. 
SCHEDULE 

''Whether the demand of the Union that Sh. Gang! 
Mandal, driver who had met with an accident and is 
reported to be mentally worried, may be sent to 
Medical Board to assess his disability is justified? If 
so, what directions are necessary in this regared?” 
2. In this case neither the concerned workman nor 
his representative appeared. Mana^ment, however, made 
appearance through their learned Advocate. In course of 
hearing of the instant reference the representative of the 


management submitted that the concerned workman by 
filing a petition before the management expressed his 
unwil lingness to proceed with the hearing of this case. 

It transpires from the record that the concerned 
workman/sponsoring union after initiating the instant case 
for hearing never appeared. 

In view of the facts and circumstances and in view of 
the petition filed by the learned Advocate for the 
management I do not find aity reason to drag on this case 
suo moto. Hence, the case is closed a^ a ‘No dispute* 
Award is passed in this reference presuming non-existence 
of any industrial dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
M 2 2004 

3ir. 3345 .—1947 

(1947 ^ 14) mrr 17 % 

■34ftra^/?R •sqpTim, fe#-ll, % 

128/2000) ^ yihin»r<l t, ■3ft ^ 

25-11-2004 «Tr I 

[^o 1 iai2/i40/2000-3(n^3tR (^-i) ] 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2004 

S.O. 3345.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947)^ the (2enbral 
(jovemment hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 128/ 
2000) of the C^entral Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court N. Dclhi-II now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Indian Air lines and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
25-11-2004. 

(No. L-11012/I40/2000-IR (C-I)l 

S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

■ 

BEFORE THEniESmiNGOFFfCER: CENTRAL 
GOWRNMENTlNDUSTRIALTRffiUNAL: CUM 
LABOURCOURT-n 

REAJENDRA BHAWAN, GROUND FLOOR, 
RAJENDRAPLACE, NEWDEUH 
Presiding Officer: R N. RAI LD. No. 128/2000 

INTHEMATTEROF 

Sh. Sushil Kumar Saini & others 
S/o Sh Davinder Kumar Saini, 

R/o H No. 3 593, Gali Hakim Booali, 

Daryganj, New Delhi-2 
VERSUS 

Indian Airlines (Northern Regiona) 

Indira Gandhi International Aimort, 

Terminal B, New Delhi. 
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AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-110012/ 
140/2000-IR/(C-I) CENTRAL GOVERNMENT DT 
22-11 -2000 has referred the following point for adjudication. 
The point runs as hereunder;— 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Airlines, Northern Region. IGI Airport, Palam, New 
Delhi is not regularising the services of 75 casual 
workmen as per list enclosed is legal and just? If not, 
to what relief are the said workmen, entitled and from 
what date.” 

A writ petition has been filed in the Hon’ble High 
Court of Delhi at New Delhi in W.P (C) 2019/2001 in the 
matter of Indian Airlies, Petitioner V/s. Secy. Govt, of India, 
Respondent. 

In the writ petition, the learned counsel for the Cental 
Govt, has stated that the reference order made on 
22-11-2000 may be quashed because it is contrary to the 
judgement of the division bench of the court in CW 2644/ 
97 (Gurpal Singh and others V/s. Indian Airlines and others) 
decided on 21-8-1998. 

The Hon’ble Delhi High Court has quashed the 
reference in view of the statement of learned counsel for 
the Central Govt. The workman is absenting despite notice. 
Copy of the order of the Hon’ble Delhi High Court has 
been filed. 

The reference has been quashed as such there 
remains no point and no dispute to be adjudicated upon. 
No dispute Award is given accordingly. 

Dt, 16-11-2004 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
^ 2 2004 

3IT. 3346.— 1947 
(1947 ^ 14 ) ^ riRT 17 % 37^^174 riWT 'HT. 

triW-II, % riw 

28/2003) ^ t, ^ TFIWT ^ 25-11- 

2004 ^ ■gri<T ^371 «n I 

[^o 1^^-20012/232/2002-3TT|37TT C^fl-I)] 
t^. t^. 3PTT yPriq 
New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2004 
S.O. 3346.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 28/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Dhanbad-II now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 25-11-2004. 

[No. L-20012/232/2002-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TBE CENTRALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

SHRIB. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10 (1) (d) of the LD. Act, 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 28 OF 2003 

PARTIES; Employers in relation to the management 

of Amlabad Colliery of M/s. BCCL and 
their wotkman 

APPEARANCES; 

On behalf of the workman None 

On behalf of the employers Mr. U N. Lall, 

Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Inthistry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 3 rd Nov., 2(X)4 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10(1) (d) of 
the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide thei r order No. L-20012/23 2/ 
2002-IR (C-I), dated, the 10th March, 2003. 

SCHEDULE 

“KYA BHARAT COKING COAL LIMITED 
AMLABAD COLLIERY KEY PRAVANDTANTRA 
D WARA KARMAKAR SHRI DEBU DESWAL KO 
DINANK 26-3-2002 SEY BARKHAST KIYA JANA 
UCHIT, VIDHIBAT EVAM NAYA SANGAT HAI? 
YADI NAHITO KARMKAR KIS RAHAT KEY 
PATRA HAI?” 

2. In this reference neither the concerned workman 
nor his representative appeared before this Tribunal. 
Management, however, made appearance through 
their authorised representative. Instant reference is 
pending since 2003 for disposal. It transpires from 
the record that consecutively three registered notices 
have been is used to the workman/union. But inspect 
of giving ample opportunities they have failed to 
turn up and even they did not consider necessary to 
take steps in the matter of filing Written Statement 
on their behalf As the workman/union failed to file 
Written Statement management also declined to file 
Written Statement on their behalf Gestures of the 
workman/union and the management if is looked i nto 
it will expose clearly that they are not interested to 
proceed with the hearing of the instant dispute. 
Hence, the case is closed and a ‘No dispute’ Award 
is passed presuming non-existence of any industrial 
dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
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2004 

^.3ir. 3347»—3?|«il(i|4) r«WI^3rf«|f^, 1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ *?r0 17 % tiwii '1T.'^.'^.'%. 

■^f PiR'vi3?|?ilPl4> y<4>K43fldlPl«h'*l(y4»’m/S*7 

tmK-II 48/2002 ) -^IPPlfifTtr 

%, 4i<*t)K ^ 25-11 “2004 ^ ni'O ^'3TT *1T I 

[UT^^-20012/38/2002-3n^.«nt (#-I)] 

■^o'^o TpjT, 414< 

New Delhi, the 2nd Deceniber, 2004 

S.O. 3347.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herd)y publishes the award (Ref. No. 48/ 
2002) of the Central (jovemmoit Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court Dhanbad II now, as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BCCL and their woiionan, which was 
received by the Central Government on 25-11-2004, 

INo. L-20012/38/2002-IR (C-1)] 

S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THECENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) ATDHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

SHRIB. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

In the matter an Industriid Dilute under 
Section 10(l)(d) of the ID. Act, 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 48 OF 2002 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the 

management of M/s. BCCL 
and their woriunan. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workman 
On behalf of the employers : None 

State: Jharkhand Industry; Coal 

Dated .Dhanbad, the 4th Nov., 2004 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10( l)(d) of 
the I D. Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjuffication vide their Order No. L-20012/ 
38/2002-IR(C-I), dated, the 24th/30thMay, 2002. 


SCHEDULE 

"KYA COLLIERY KARAMACHARIS ANGH KI 
BHARTIYA COOKING COAL LIMITED 
BASTACOLLA KSHETRA KEY PRAVANDHA- 
TANTRA SEY MANG KI SHIR RAMBABU 
MALLAKO SHOVEL OPERATCm KEY PAD PAR 
NIYAMITA KJYA JANA TATHA UKT PAD KI 
VETANDIYAJAYAUCHITEVAMNAYASANGAr 
HAI? YADI HA TO KARMKAR KIS RAHAT KEY 
PATRAHAI TATHA KIS TARIKH SEY?” 

2. In this case neither the concerned workman nor 
his representative appeared before this Tribunal. Ndne 
also appeared on behalf of the management. It reveals 
from the record that the instant reference case is pending 
since 2002 for disposal. If further transires fromthe recprd 
that sufficient opportunities have been given to the paities 
but inspite of giving ample opportunity they have failed 
to turn up and even they did not consider necessary to 
submit Written Statement on their behalf. Gesture crfthe 
parties if is taken into consideration it will expose clearly 
that the parties are not interested to proceed with the 
hearing of this case. Under such circumstances it is 
needless to adjourn the case suo moto for days together. 
Hence the case is claimed arid a ‘No dispute’ Award is 
passed in this reference (Mresuming non-existence of any 
industrial dispute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 

2 2004 

W.air. 3348.—1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ «lRn7 % 

-3^ 

(17^ 170/2001) ^ 

25-11-2004 ^■ar^^«TT«1TI 

> 

[UT^^.-200l2/67/2001-31T^.aiK. (#-l)] 
T^o'^o ■yin, 


S.O. 3348 —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 170/ 
2001 ) of the (Tential (jweminent Industrial Tribuifll/Lal|x)m 
Court Dhanbad II now, as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 25-11-2004. 

[No. l>20012/67/2001-IR(C-l)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


None. 


New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2004 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

SHRIB. BISWAS. Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under 
Section lO(lKd) of the LD. Act, 1947 

REFERENCE Na 170 OF 2001 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the 

management of M/s. BCCL 
and their woikman. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the woikman : None. 

On behalf of the employers ; Mr. D.K. Vbrma, 

Advocate 

State; Jharkhand Industry: Coal 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 5th Nov., 2004 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise of 
the powers conferred on them under Section 10(1 )(d) of 
the I D. Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Oder No. L-20012/ 
67/2001-IR-C-I, dated, the 22nd May, 2001. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the refusal of the management to pay 50% 
of rope pulling and looseman allowance for 
underground trammer and 50% tub cleaning extra 
hazard for surface trammer to Sri Bhagwan Das 
Dusad and 15 others (as per list attached) proper 
and justified? If not, to what relief are the concerned 
workman entitled and from what date?” 

2. In this reference neither the concerned workman 
nor his representative appeared before this Tribunal. 
Management, however, made appearance through their 
learned Advocate. It reveals from the record that the instant 
refer^ce is pending since 2002 for disposal. It also 
transpires from the record that sufficient opportunities 
have been given to the workmanside but inspite of giving 
ample opportunities they failed to turn up before this 
Tribunal. Even they did not consider necessary to file 
Written Statement on their behalf As the workmanside 
faile to file Written Statement management also declined 
to file Written Statement on their behalf The attitude of 
the parties if is taken into consideration, it will expose 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

clearly that they are not interested to proceed with the 
hearing of the case. Hence, the case is closed and a ‘No 
dilute’ Award is passed presuming non-existence of any 
industrial diiq)ute between the parties. 

B. BISWAS, Presiding Officer 
^ 3 2004 

cCT.air. 3349.—1947 (1947 

^14) ‘^snm7 

2 , (W^131/97) ^ 

t, # ^ 02-12-2004 ^ 

«1T I 

[4T(^.-12012/407/l996-'3TT^.3m. (^-II)] 
■?Tfo Tpiratyr, arur 

New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3349.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby published the (Award Ref 131/97) of 
the Central. Govt. Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
NEW DELHI NO. II as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the management of Vijay Bank 
and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 
02/12/2004, 

[No. L-12012/407/1996-IR (B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Sec>'. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAl^CUM 

LABOUR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

R. N. RAI., Presiding Officer 
I. D. No. 131/97 
INTHEMATTEROF: 

Sh. K. A. Balakrishna 

C/oMr. Kutty,K-114, HauzKhas, 

New Delhi-16 
VERSUS 

The Dy. General Manager, 

Vijaya Bank, Zonal office, 

NewDelhi- 

AWAJH) 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/ 
407/96-IR(B-II) Central (jovemment Dtd. 29-08-1997 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 


[•HFTn—"STO 3(ii)] 
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The point runs as hereunder :— 

“Whether the action of the management of Yijaya 
Bank by dismissing Sh. K.A.Ba]akrishna, Peon from 
service w.e.f 28-06-1995 is legal and justified? If not, 
to what relief the workman is entitled to?” 

The claimant has filed statement of claim. In the 
statement of claim, it has been, stated that the workman 
was a regular employee of the respondent bank in 
subordinate cadre and was put under suspension vide 
order dated 12-9-93 and later he was charge sheeted on 
7-12-93. A false enquiry was conducted by an officer of 
the bank and the bank was represented by another officer 
of the bank. The workman was denied to be represented 
by a lawyer. The workman was represented by a person 
who was not much qualified and experienced in 
comparison to the management representative. 

The enquiry officer hold the workman guilty by 
assuming certain cooked and imaginary stories. There was 
no direct evidence adduced by the management to 
establish the charges levelled against the workman. The 
disciplinary authority and appellate authority did not apply 
their mind while awarding and confirming the punishment. 
The appellate authority did nor afford opportunity of 
persdnnal hearing which is a mandatory provision under 
BPS 1966: The punishment imposed is harsh and 
disproportionate to the charges levelled against the 
workman. 

The management has filed written statement and 
in the written statement it has been stated that the claim 
statement of workman is totally vague and without 
containing any details as such, therefore it is incapable of 
being given any specific reply. 

Sh, K.A. Balakrishnan, applicant herein joined 
the services of the bank as probationary sub-staff on 
14-6-89 at the zonal office of Delhi. His services were 
confirmed on 16-12-89 and he was working as sub-staff at 
our Barakhamba Road branch from 22-6-89 to 22-11-92. He 
lastly worked as a peon in the Regional Office at New 
Delhi. 

That, the workmen who was working as a peon 
at B. K. Road branch, New Delhi was placed under 
suspension vide Head office order dt. 12-2-93 and later 
charge sheeted vide chargesheet No. PER: IRD: CS: 284:93 
dt. 7-12-93 under sub clause (j) of clause 19.5 of chapter 
XIX of the Bipartite Settlement 1966, for his alleged 
involvement in the commission of a fraudulent act such as 
stealthily removing the cheque book containing the cheque 
left bearing No. 391176 to 391200 pertaining to S.B. A/C. 
No, 14540 of one Smt. Monika Jain, issuing a cheque 
bearing No. 3 91189 for Rs. 40,000/- by forging the signature 
of the account holder and encashed the same through 


one Janaidhan on 14-11-92 and thereafter destroying the 
paid cheque. 

The said chargesheet dt. 7-12-93 was sent to the 
woman to the residential address submitted by him to the 
bank. Though the workman was advised to submitted his 
statement of defence if any, within the stipulated time he 
did not submitted the same. Hence it was decided to take 
departmental action to conduct departmental Enquiry in 
the matter pursuant to the said decision both Enquiry 
Officer and presenting officer were appointed. The Enquiry 
Officer conducted the enquiry on various dates and 
(X)iiq)leted the same on 27-3-95 holding the petitioner guilty 
of the charges levelled against him. The workman was 
defended by Shri Ramesh H. Shetty, office bearer of the 
Vijaya Bank employees association. The management in 
support of its charge produced as many as 14 exhibits 9 
witnesses. Copies of the documents were provided to the 
workman and the workman was given sufficient 
opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses through his 
authorised representative. The workman examined himself 
as defence witness in the enquiry. The enquiry was 
conducted in accordance with the principles of natural 
justice which is evident from the record of the enquiry 
proceedings. The workman was given every opportunirt’ 
to defend himself 

The Enquiry Officer after analysing the entire 
evidence and the documents and records, by his report 
dated 27-3-95 held that the workman was guilty of the 
charges levelled against him. 

The disciplinary authority after carefully 
examining the enquiry proceedings and the enquiry’ report 
and other related documents and records on this matter 
accepted the finding of the Enquiry Officer and proposed 
the punishment of “Dismissal from serv ice of the bank 
with immediate effect” vide letter dated 25-4-95. 

The disciplinary authority after considering the 
reply of the workman and the totality of the matter came to 
the conclusion that there is no need to deviate from the 
punishment already proposed. Accordingly the 
disciplinary authority vide his order dated 28-6-95 confirmed 
the punishment of dismissal from scrv’icc of the petitioner 
workman with immediate effect. 

The appellate authority after careful consi¬ 
deration of the records and the grounds of appeal urged 
by the applicant upheld the order of dismissal by its order 
dated 21-11-95. The workman applicant has filed rejoinder. 
Inrejoinder, he has denied almost all the paragraphs of the 
written statement and has maintained that the enquiry’ was 
held against him against the principles of natural justice 
and he was not afforded proper opportunity to defend 
himself He was not even permitted to defend himself by a 
lawyer, copy of the report has not been submitted to him 
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Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. It was submitted from the side of 
the workman applicant that he has not been permitted to 
engage a lawyer to defend himself, the bank has not 
permitted him to engage lawyer. It is settled law that the 
workman cannot compel the bank to get himself defended 
by a lawyer. He was defended by Shri Ramesh H. Shetty, 
office bearer of the Mjaya Bank employees association. It 
was further submitted from the side of the workman that 
he was not afforded opportunity to cross-examine the 
witnesses of the management. The management has 
appointed the Enquiry Officer who was prejudiced. He 
has not been supplied copy of the enquiry report. The 
management witness has stated in his cross-examination 
that the workman was dismissed on charge of forgery. 
After holding enquiry, he was given time to cross-examine 
the management witnesses. The charge of forgery was 
admitted by the workman and he has actually reimbursed 
the amount to the bank. The substantial question is 
whether the enquiry conducted against the workman 
applicant was proper and according to the principles of 
natural justice, whether the workman applicant has been 
afforded proper opportunity or not. The CSE has 
reimbursed the amount drawn by him. He has written letters 
containing his confession and the fact of returning the 
money supported by uncontrovertible statement of MW/ 
9, MW/10, MW/4. The workman applicant has confessed 
about his fraudulent withdrawal of Rs. 40,000/- and he 
destroyed the cheque thereafter and he also confessed 
before these witnesses the modus operand! applied by 
him. The cheque through which the CSE acknowledged to 
withdraw the money was presented by the brother of the 
CSE Shri Janardan for payment. The CSE has admitted 
that Mr. Janardan is his brother. Rs. 15,000/- was recovered 
from Shri Janardan who is brother of the CSE. The CSE 
was not pressurized by the AGM and he has not given the 
letters under any pressure. It was submitted by the 
management that before the management witnesses, he 
has accepted modus operandi or the manner by which he 
withdrew Rs. 40,000/- and his brother received the payment. 
Rs. 40,000/- was remitted by the CSE in installments. 

I have perused the enquiry proceedings and the 
evidence of the witnesses. Witnesses have all along stated 
that the money was fraudulently withdrawn by the brother 
of the workman applicant. MW/4 Mr. S.D, Makkar has 
deposed before the Enquiry Officer that Mr. Balakrishnan 
confessed before him that he has removed the cheque 
and defrauded the bank for Rs. 40,000/- He has confessed 
before this witness that he has destroyed the cheque and 
tore into pieces and threw’ it outside the premises. Shri 
Balakrishnan MW/9 Shri K.B. Kharvi has also stated that 
he has confessed the fraud committed by him before him 
and he has also informed the modus operandi of the fraud. 


He removed one cheque leaf from a cheque book which 
was not taken by the account holder. He took one leaf out 
of that cheque book and he withdrew Rs. 40,000/- by 
imitiating the signature of the drawer, putting the seal and 
collected the amount of Rs. 40,000/- from the cashier. He 
has admitted regarding the destruction of the cheque. The 
CSE has admitted his fraud before MW/9 and he has stated 
the manner through which he got Rs. 40,000/- withdrawn 
from the baidc. The confessional letters are MEX1,2 and 3. 
As such there me other witnesses before whom he has 
admitted that he has fraudulently withdrawn the money. 

The cheque through which the money was 
fraudulently withdrawn was destroyed so that instrument 
could not be put before the Enquiry Officer and there was 
no other direct evidence but he has confessed his entire 
dealings before the witnesses who have been examined 
during the proceedings of the enquiry and he has given 
confessional letters and he has also deposited the entire 
Rs. 40,000/- in instalments. Hearsay evidence is also 
admissible in domestic enquiry as per the law laid down 
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court. All the witnesses have 
deposed against him. He has examined himself as DW/1 
and he accepted that Janardan was his brother and 
Janardan received the money. From perusal of the records 
of the enquiry, it becomes quite obvious that the CSE took 
out the leaf from the cheque book left by the account 
holder, and he filled up Rs. 40,000/- in that cheque botde 
and he imitated the signature of the account holder and he 
has himself put the seal and the cheque was presented bj 
his brother Janardan and his brother Janardan received 
the money. As such, enquir>'has been conducted properly. 
The workman applicant has been given proper opportunity 
to defend himself. He has examined himself as D W/1. It is 
settled law that it is upto the discretion of the management 
to permit the lawyer in defence or not so the workman is 
not prejudiced even if a lawyer was not provided to him. 
Office bearer of the workman association defended him. 
From perusal of he entire records and the proceedings of 
the enquiry. I am bound to conclude that the fraudulent 
act has been committed by the CSE and the findings of the 
Enquiry Officer are based on cogent evidence. No 
interference is required. 

The reference is replied thus :— 

The action of the management of Vijay a Bank by 
dismissing Sh. K.A. Balakrishna. Peon from service w.e.f 
28-06-1995 is legal and justified The workman applicant is 
not entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

DT. 29-11-04 


RN. RAI, Presiding Officer 
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3IT. 3350 .—1947 
(l947^14)^«rRri7 % 

<hTm^ %3W<m % 4?j< «=b*f*W^f 

a^fwTJi/?R*4, 2, %’qw(^'5^ 

68/97 ) ^ M4> | [^ I <1 02-12-2004 

^w?T^3n«in 

[U1^5T“12012/294/1996-3n^.^ (^-H)] 
Tfrto 3T^ 

New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3350,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herein publishes the Award (Ref. No. 68/97) 
of the Ont Govt. Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, New 
Delhi No. 11 as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial 
dispute between the management of Union Bank of liuha 
and their workmen, received by the C!entral (jovernmenton 
02-12-2004. 

[No.L-12012/294/1996-IR(B-II)] 
C. (3ANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
annexure: 

BE^FORE IHEPRESroiNGOFEICEK:CWrRAL 
G0VE»NMENTINDUS1RIAL TRIBUNAL CUM 
LABOURCOUKT-ILRAJENDRABHAWAN, 
GROUND FLOOR, RAJENDRA PLACE, NEWDELBI 

LD. No. 68/97 

R. N. RAI., Presiding Officer: 

IN THE MATTER OF:— 

Sh. Girish Kumar, 

Through Union Bank of India Employees Union, 

111/112, Fatehpuri, Khari BaoU, Ddhi-llfl 006. 
VERSUS 

The G«ieralMan^r (North), 

Unkm Bank of India, 

Zonal Office, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Place, 

Bangia Sahib Marg, New Ddhl 

AWARD 

TheMirustry of Ladxan by its letter No. L-12012/294/ 
96 -IRCB-II) Central GovernntentDt 15-05-1997 has referred 
the following point for adjudication. 

■36®^ &ijoif-Hs 


The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the action of the management of General 
Manager (Nmth), Union Baiik of ffidia, Zcmal Office, 
New Ddhi in inqnsing punishment of st(^}age of 

next six aruiual iixaemente wifficuimilative efiEect vide 
theiroiderdt 04'l()-1990(mShriCiirishKimiai;Clei^ 
cum-Cashier is legal and justified? If not, to what 
reliefthe said woikman is entitled T 

The Union has filed statement of claim on behalf of 
the workmait In the statement of claim, it has been stated 
that Shri Girish Kuinar the workman was ordered to officiate 
by the respondent management as Head Cashier on 6th— 
SthDecoifeer, 1989 and again on 16-17, Decanber, 1989 at 
YiisufSarai Branch of the Bank. That in the morning of 
18th December, 1989, the workman handed over to Shri 
Jagat Singh, Head Ca^er the entire cash, who fimndthc 
«?gfnpi in order and in accordance with the entires in the 
cash balance book of the bank. Shri Jagat Singh, Head 
Cariiier did not raise any objection as he duly checked the 
amount recchred him arid it tallied with the bank records 
and there was no shortage at ail. 

That on 20th December, 1989 again, no shortage 
was found in cash when cash was remitted to Karol Bag^i 
- (Currency Chest) oftheBank. That on 23id December, 1989 
the workman was told that there was a shortage of 
Rs. 12,500.00fi:omfivepadffitsofRs. 100/-each on account 
of 25 notes of Rs. 100/- each missing from the said five 
packets. That the workman, who was very much shocked 
by this unbelievdjle andbaseless allegation was threatened 
with arrest and dismissal from service by Shri O.P, K^ow, 
BrdnchManager. 

That to save the image, respect ^ social position 
of the workman and his femily, the workman imiMdiatcly 
arranged money through his uncle by contacting him on 
phone anddeposited the sum ofRs. 12,500.00, in thebank 
being rke alleged amount of shMtage. That not with 
standing the above, the workman was issued a memo 
bearing No. C.O.; IRD; 2991/90 Dt. 28fii March, 1990 
(Annexure W-I) cilling tqx)n him to submit statement of 
defence within 15 days. 

That at this stage the workman was pressurized by 
the then office bearers of the Union to plead guilty saying 

thatthemanagementhadassuredthemtoclose thematier 

if he agreed to do so. The worianan was further informed 
this would be in the common interest of the workman and 
thebank and will enable the managementto close the matter 
honourably and also save the workman from police 
harassment That the workman, believing the then Umon 

to be bonafide in their advice, got in the trs^ and admitted 

that he Md misap propriated the amount ofRs. 12,500.00 
which in feet he had not done. That the management hav^ 
thus procured. admission from the workman by 
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misrepresentation, passed orders on 01-10-1990 awarding 
punishment on him. 

Tie management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement, it has been stated that it is relevant to 
point out here that the reliefs claimed by the workman are 
time barred and also suffered from laches since the order 
sought to be quashed was passed by the Disciplinary 
Authority on 04-10-1990 on the basis of the enquiry 
conducted by the competent authority and the workman 
had admitted the contents of the charge sheet during 
enquiry' proceedings without any pressure and promise by 
the management. 

It is further submitted that the workman is governed 
by B.P. Settlement and various awards and any workman 
who is aggrieved by any order passed by the competent 
authority can file an appeal and admittedly no appeal has 
been filed by the workman and thus the reference is bad in 
law since the workman has not exhausted the remedy 
provided under law. It is submitted that it is reported on 
23-12-1989 that certain acts and omissions have been 
committed by the workman during the period of 16-12-1989 
to 18-12-1989andthe workman was charge sheeted in this 
misconduct and proper enquiry was conducted by the 
competent authority after observing principles of natural 
justice 

It is submitted that the management had never 
assured any one regarding closure of the case. The 
workman admitted the charges before the enquiry officer 
during the enquiry and also admitted during the personal 
hearing and asked for lenient view' to be taken in passing 
the final order in the matter by the Disciplinary Authority. 
The admission was without any pressure and without any 
promise. It is submitted that the workman admitted his 
guilt voluntarily and without pressure in the enquiry and it 
IS submitted that the management never procured the 
admission on any assurance given by any one from the 
management. The order of punishment was passed after 
affording full opportunity and after considering the 
humanitarian grounds of the applicant by the Disciplinary 
Authority. It is submitted that the order dt 01-10-1990 is 
legal and is fair and has been passed after considering 
various records and submissions of the workman during 
personal hearing and contents of each of the grounds are 
wrong and hence denied and are against the record. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder and in 
his rejoinder, he has reiterated the averments of his 
claim and has stated that the principles of natural justice 
were not followed during the enquiry and he was not 
given opportunity to cross-examine the management 
witnesses. 


The management has denied almost aU the.paras of 
the statement of claim and has maintained that the enquiry 
was fair and proper. 

Heard arguments from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman 
applicant that he worked from 16th to 18th as Cashier and 
the packets were stitched and on 18th, he gave ail the 
packets to the Head Cashier. No shortage was detected till 
23Td of the same month so shortage was detected after 
five days. Any person would have taken out the notes 
from the bundles. The entire bundles were handed over to 
Shri Jagat Singh but Shri Jagat Singh had not been charge 
sheeted. Only the workman applicant had been charge 
sheeted and that too after a lapse of 5 days. He was 
threatened by the General Secretary of the Union and the 
Branch Manager and the other officers to confess the 
charges so he confessed the charges under assurance of 
the management that lenient view would be taken against 
him. His confession is not voluntarily but he was assured 
to confession the charges. No personal hearing was given 
to him. The punishment inflected on him is Illegal and 
arbitrary. It was submittedfrom the side of the management 
that he has admitted the charges voluntarily during enquiry 
and by separate letters, no assurance was given to him and 
he was not threatened by any person. He has not even 
appealed against the punishment. Proper enquiry was 
conducted. Shri A.K. Pujara was management 
representative. Ife has been examined and he has stated 
that confession was made by him voluntarily and willingly. 
He confessed that he had taken 125 notes of 100 rupee 
denominations packets so he has fraudulently taken away 
Rs. 12,500/- when the bundles were counted and in each 
of the bundles 25 notes of Rs. 100 denominations were 
found short As such, while stitching the bundles, in some 
of the bundles of 100 rupee notes, he has stitched only 75 
notes in 5 bundles. So, there was a shortage of 125 notes of 
Rs. 100/-. A huge cash was handed over by him so at that 
time, the notes were not counted but later, it was detected 
and the notes were counted before the officers of the bank 
and shortage was found. 

It was submitted by the management that the 
workman ^licant has been given full fledged opportunity 
to rq)resent himself and to aoss-examine the management 
witnesses and he was afforded personal hearing also. 
During the course of enquiry, he has admitted that it was 
his first lapse in his 8 years of clean service in the bank. 
This is the first and very unfortunate lapse on his part and 
he humbly requests that lenient view may be taken in the 
matter to enable him to have a new lead of life. 
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There are lot of domestic responsibilities that he has to 
discharge. He has to look after his old and aged parents. 
He has no source of income. It ivould be hard for him to 
earn his subsistence in case punishment of dismissal is 
awarded to him. He again requested to re-consider the 
proposed punishment of dismissal and take a lenient View 
of his admitted misconduct for which he regrets and once 
again re-assures the bank that he will be given no chance 
of complaint whatsoever and serve the bank honestly. 
After these admissions, leniency was shown to him and 
he was not dismissed from his service but his increments 
were stopped with cumulative effect. The enquiry officer 
and the disciplinary officer have considered his requests 
and prayers and so, he was not awarded the punishment of 
dismisal. Only six annual increments were withheld with 
cumulative effect. 

It was further submitted from the side of the 
management that on re-checking, Rs. 12,500/- was found 
short. The bundles were counted in the presence of 
Mrs. Gupta, Mrs. Ahluwalia and Mr. O.P. Kapoor who are 
the employees of the bank and they confirmed the 
shortage. Mr. Jagat Singh was working as Head Cashier 
and he was present but the workman applicant came late at 
120’ Clock. It has further come in the enquiry that the 
workman applicant has stitched the bundles himself and 
he has put his signatures. The bundles were intact. There 
were no tampering so there is no question of shortage 
caused by the Head Cashier Shri Jagat Singh. Since there 
was no tampering with the bundles and he stitched all the 
packets himself and the packets were found intact and 
untampered so it cannot be said that Shri Jagat Singh took 
away the notes from the bundles. Since the bundles were 
intact and bore the signatures of the workman applicant, 
so there is no question of taking away the notes by any 
other person. The bundles were found intact and they 
were counted before the officers of the bank. That is 
sufficient proof that the workman applicant stitched the 
bundles of short notes at the place of 100 notes only 75 
notes were found on being counted before the officers of 
the bank. I have gone through the proceedings of the 
enquiry. Principles of natural justice have been followed 
and the workman applicant has been given opportunity to 
cross-examination the witnesses. Ife has himself admitted 
in his cross-examination that he had not made any 
complaint of threat to anybody previously. It indicates that 
for the first time, in this case, he has taken the plea of being 
threatened for confession. After going through the entire 
proceedings of the enquiry, it is cogently established that 
the workman look away Rs. 12,500/- from 5 packets of Rs. 
100 denominatien notes and the enquiry officer rightly 
found him guilty oftlic charges. The award of punishment 


of dismissal should have been imposed on him but in view 
of his prayers and requests, the authorities took lenient 
view and withheld his six ifidrements. As such, enquiry is 
quite proper and according to the principles of iratural 
justice and the action of the management is quite justified. 

The reference is replied thus;— 

The action of the management of General Manager 
(North), Union Bank of India, Zonal Office, New Delhi in 
inqiosing punishment of stoppage of next six annual 
increments with, cumulative effect vide their order 
dt. 04-10-1990 on Shri Girish Kumar, Cleik-cum-cashier is 
legal and justified. The workman applicant is not entitled 
to get any relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Dated: 30-11-2004 RN. RAI, Presiding Officer 


^ 3 2004 

3ir. 3351 —1947 (1947 

^14)^«IKT17 % 4r<* 3Tn> 

"ft* fqqiq "ft* 

3. 5/94) ^ ^ 

^ 03-12-2004 ^ f 37T «rT I 

tu W.-12012/188/93-3ft^.'3m. (^-I)] 

New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2004 

S.O. 3351.—In Pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herdiy publishes the Award (I.D. No. 5/94) of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, 
New Delhi now as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of Bikaner & Jaipur and their 
workmen, which was received by the (Central Government 
on03-12-2004. 

[No. L-12012/188/93-IR(B-I)} 

C. GANGADHARAN, Under Sec>'. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER ^CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL: CUM 
LABOUR COURT-n, RAJENDRA BHAWAN, 
GROUND FLOOR, RAJENDRA PLACE NEW DELHI 

LD. No. 5/94 


3684 Gl/04-^6 
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PRESmiNGOFKiCEIL RNJLAL 
INTHEMATTEROF:— 

Sh. Dinesh Kumar 
VERSUS 

AmBD 

The Ministiy of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/188/ 
93-IR(B-I) Central Govemmeatdt 27-12-1993 has referred 
the following point for adjudicating. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the action of the management of S.B.B. J. 

New Delhi is justified in terminating the services of 

Sh. Dinesh Kumar, Sub Staff working at Caruiaugbt 

Circus branch w.e.f 15-9-91 ? If not, to what relief the 

workman is entitled to.” 

The claimant has filed statement of claim. In the 
statement of claim, it has been stated that in July 1983 
when the workman came to know that the State Bank of 
Bikaner and Jaipur required the services of persons for 
appointment in the subordir^te category in its Delhi 
branches he applied for appointment in the said bank and 
after finding the workman eligible and suitable for 
appointment in the bank he was required to submit 
necessary certificates in support of his eductional 
qualification and age etc. and also his employment exchange 
registration card. That as required by the bank the workman 
Submitted to the bank his school leaving certificate of 
having passed the 8th class pass and also a photostate 
copy where after the workman was appointed to work as a 
temporary water boy-cum-peon at Cannaught Place, New 
Delhi branch of the bank for 30 days w.e.f 11-7-83 on the 
prescribed pay and allowances of the subordinate staff at 
the initial stage. 

That after the expiry of the 30 days of his initial 
appointment the appointment of the workman was extended 
by 30 days to work in the same capacity at the same branch 
and before the expiry of the said period of 30 days of the 
extended period of his appointment it was further extended 
by 20 da> s w' e. f 8-9-8 3 by a letter of the bank dated 6-9-83 
to work in the same capacity and at the same branch. That 
ihougli the workman was designated as a temporary in the 
Idlers of appointment and extensions of appointment given 
to him In the bank but the nature of vacancy in which he 
was appointed from 11 -7-83 and continued till 28-9-83 was 
not specified nor was it specified in the appointed and in 
fact froml 1-7-83 to 28-9-83 he was working in permanent 
vacancy/posl of sub-staff. 


That though the vacanqr/vacandes against which 
the worianan had woiked from 11-7-83 to 28-9-83 at 
CannoughtCireus, New Delhi branch existed and oontiinied 
after tenninatioin of his services from 28-9-83 but instead 
(ffcontiniitng the appomtment (ff the WDidanan against such 
vacan^/vacaacies after 28-9-93 the bank gAve and 
contimfedto gn« jBppoiiitments to new hands and to 
persons who had got initid iQipouitnM as tempoia^m 
boy-cum-peon in the bank the initio appomtment of 

fttewrHkman. 

That itwas after iqieatedappioaches of the wodonan 
to the bank drat the worianan was ie- 2 ^pointed in the bank 
from 9-5-91 but ^ainonfy as a temporary peon-cu^'^water 
boy at the same branch and only ^ 80 days and thoiigh 
the vacancy post in which he was appointed was 
permanent and was still existing and continued to exist 
onand after expiry of 80 days but his services were 
disoontinued from 27-7-91. 

That after a tneak of abmit one nmnih after 27-7-9 1 
the workman ^ie-ai$K)iii^ at the same branch in the 
same postyacangr just ^ again 

though tire poist vacancy in he was re-appointed 
was permanent and was still eidstmgand odiitinu^ on and 
after the expiry of 20 days but the services of the workman 
were discontinued fixmi 15-9-91. 

That during the period of non-employment of the 
wotkinanfiDm28-7-91to2S-8-91aDd>dsoaft» 15-9-91 the 
. ruanageincnt Goptini^ tbeapptnidniemofote 
sub-staff whose initial ifetn of aiqwintment vrere after the 
initial date of his ai^intment and/or who were new hands 
without offering such further appointment employment to 
the workmart The management has filed written statement 
and in the written statement, it has been stated that the 
workman was engaged temporarily for 30 days from 
11-7-83 to28-9-83. Ifc was merely engaged due to tempOTary 
increase in woriL It is correct that the worknuut was engaged 
11-7-83 to 28-9-83 tofiilfill the leave 
yaca^ies apid not a He was 

app(]^rfbnldavevacancyfrom09-05-1991 to 27-07-1991 
for 80 days. He was again appointed for 20 days from 
2608-1991. 

It is not mandatory in the appointment letter to 
mention about the name of person in whose vacancy the 
new temporary workman was engaged. Temporary 
appantment means the engagement for a short period 
which can be demarcated on the appointment letter and on 
the date or extended date mentioned in the appointment 
tetter or any further tetter in connection with the 
. apppintment letter. The workman had not completed the 
period of 240 days as prescribed under the Industrial 
DisjHites Act. In the memorandum issued to the worknran 


on 11 -7-83,10-8-83 and 9-9-83 the wOTkman was ^gaged : 
for a tempcvary period knowing wdl at the of joining 

that his period of service is fixed and has no daitn, 
whatsoever of a permanent employee of the bank aiul his 
services will automatically come to an end on the last date 
prescribed on the aforesaid memorandum. The workman 
had never raised any objection to it durii^ his period of 
temporary engagement. 

The managonent has denied almost ail the paras of 
the statement of claim. It has been admitted that he worked 
for less than 240 dtys and he was posted on leave vacancy 
and due to over work. The claimant has filed rejoinder. In 
the rgoinder, he has reiterated almost all the averments of 
statement of claim. He has further stated that he was 
appointed against a permanent vacancy after taking 
interview. His services have been terminated illegally. . 

Heard arguments ftomboth the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. It was submitted from the side of 
the workman that vi^entte khew'fiim appdihbhents are fo 
be made in subordinate category, be appU^ for the same 
and he was found eligible and surt^rle for being appeunted 
in the bank. Ife was asked to solnrut necessary certificates 
4n support of educatiorial qv^fication w dge 
and also his en^foyment regn. Card. He w^ 

appointed for 30 days w.^.f' 11 -7^ 1983 and thereafib: his 
aipointment was extendedfor 30 days ipore andtheieidter 
his appointment was ag^ ^rtended for 20 days w.e.f. . 
8-9-1983. Ife started wmldng fiohi 11-7-1983 and worked 
till 28-09-1983. Ifo was working agmnst a permanent 
vacancy post of said staff. His services were terminmed. 
He has worked for 80 days. Since he was appointed on 
permanent basis, his services cannot be terminated 
without giving hirn notice. He^iyc^ed for 100 days at 
mtervals in 1991 aisd. ^ 

The workinatl tnade repn|^^tioA vide letter dt . 
1-6-1984 and fos was d^cd. It aft^ 

spproach^ Of the workman to the bank that the worldn^ 
was re-appointed in^tlte barikfmm 9-5-1991 but ^ain 
only as a temporary peon cum water boy at the same 
brarrch and only for 80 days. Though the 
was termiimted, his seiyice was discontinued bn 
1 27-7-1991. That aft^ a breakof about otie month, he was 
/ a^n appointed bn 26-8^199 l;for 20 days and on ll-9- 
1991, the woikriian wasagafo (hscbiitmued sothewoikinan 
was appointed fin 80 dt^^ in 1983 and again in 199^1 for 80 
days and thereafter for 20 days. The workman in all his 
work alter a gap of several periods worked for 180 days.He 
worked for 80 days in 1983 and 100 days in 1991 so he has 
not completed 240 days in any calendar months. IHave 


penised the ai^tnfoieid letters He has been appoinled 
for a fixed period . 

It was subnritied fiotn the side of the bank that he 
was appofo^ against leave vapancy a:^ he was given 


it w!B extended fin 30 again and it was again extended 

fiHTlb da^, Tire letters olalipttttiiiltfom have^^ atmewld 
wkh foe recbid. He w^ appointedibr fi^^ and the 

extension 30 days and 20 days was giieitib him. It was 


foe working apF^cant has wo^]^ fot 80 days. He n(8s. 
appointed against leave vacmicy and due to over woflL 
he has not worked for 240 days so sectibn 25(F) of foe ll>, 
Aa is not attracted Since he was ai^inted for a fixed 
peribd so Section 25(6)1$ also not attracted. There was 
additional load of work in the hank so Ins services weile 
taken for a fixed period. >^en the work was over, he was 
asked not to come and his extended period of service 
terminated automatically. Fromfoe side of the management, 
rny attention was drawn to CWP No. 3324 of 1984, W.P. 
No. 77/1998 andW.P. 1580/1987 and 1984 L.A.BJC 445.1 
have gone through all the citations. The citatioris are not 
applicable in view of only 80 days work of the workman 
ai^licant. He was rmt appointed against a regular vacani^. 
No advertisement was giv^n. Tlrereafter the bank 
advertised the post and leornitineBts were made so foe 
workman ^licant was appoiitted for a fixed period dne 
to additioal woikk^ or a^mst leave vacancies. The law 
dted by the workman applicant is not applicable in fojb 
foctsandcircumstanoes of this case. Neither Section 250^' 
nor Section 25(6) of the ID Aa are attracted. It was 


appointment for a fixed period in 1983 and 1991. He has 
not worked regularly even for three months. There arc 
rules of the bank regarding recniilment after giving 
advertisement but this workman ap]dieant' was appointed 


workinan applicant^^as; not'r^lw^ h oase.fbr 
n^arisation.'; 

The reference is repli^ fous:^" 

The aOion of the managemeiit of S.B.B. J., New Ddhi 
isjiistif^fo terrninatmgt^ services of Sh. DineshKuimr, 
Sifo St^ workiiig at Cannougltf Circus Branch w.e.f. 
15-9-91. The workman ai^licant is not entitled to get any 
reliefas prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

... . 1 ' 

Dt 25-11-2004 

I 

R.N: R^, Prefiding^)ffioer 
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^ 15 2004 

3352.—«b4^l0 Tr«T 1948 

(1948 ^34) ^ VRT1 (3) 5RT ^ 

VmIm T^P^SRI 01 '»i*iqO, 2005 ^ 

^nfho %> •<p'H ^ PiHti 6hi^ %, "S^RT ^ 

4 (44^45 31«*n^5 

3?iT6 (VRT 76^W1RT (1) 3lk VRT 77, 78, 79 ^ 81 ^ 

PlMf^Rad 

Tim-wft 8?ra(«f TTR3ir-13 

RT®1T TTR5TT-14 371% ^^1** 

[U 1577-38013/92/2004-15?7.13r7l-1 ] 

%. ■#. -^hr, 

MINISTRYOFLABOURANDEMPLOYMENT 
New Delhi, the 15 th December, 2004 

S. 0. 3352.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Suh-scction (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ State Insur- 
ancc Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central Government herd:^ 
appoints the 1st Jim., 2005 as the date on which the provi- 
-w sions of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 which have 
already been brought into force) and Chapter V and VI 
(except Sub-section (1) of Section 76 and Sections 77,78, 
79 and 81 which have already been brought into force) of 
the said Act shall come into force in the following areas in 
the State of Haryana namely:— 

“Areas comprising the Revenue villages of Pali Had 
bast No. 13 and Mohabatabad Had bast No. 14 in the Dis¬ 
trict of Faridabad.” 

[No. S-38013/92/2004-S.S. 1] 
K. C. JAIN, Director 
15 2004 

31T. 3353.—%^ mm 37^ ^ ^ 

trilsftcl ■% 37%f%ITr «n, sfNltfw fqqn; 37f%iFi«i*i, 

1947 (1947^14)^ «TRJ 2 ^ TSTJ^ (^) %^-7SnJ5 (6) 
^ % 37377 TOT ^ ^ ST*T H8l'«q ^ 

37f«R3;^ ^.37T. 1519 17-6-2004 BRT 

^ fqerc 1947 (1947 ^ i4) ^ 


3t«m nftfe 04 %f ^aTfttPvH*! ^ 

irttlRf ^ fiptW 17-6-2004 ^ ^ ^ WIwRst ^ 

611% f^J^TT «IT; 

m: gw, ftqf^ gtfafSpw, 1947(1947^14) 

^ vro2 %(^) ^ (6) ^ BKI TO ^ 

Vlfg^wf ^ Vl4l*l ^51% ■gtt ^*sO*t ■^IW5R “OTtl ^ ^«Rl 

3ftf^Pw*7% % RflUlqiw 17-12-2004 *11^ 

g»l6iw[^ ^ (rft4> % i . 

[TW. B. T^^-11017/2/97-371^ 37R. ) 3 


S.O. 3353.—Whereas the Central Government hav¬ 
ing been satisfied that the pid)Iic interst so required that in 
pursuance of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of the clause 
(n) of Section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), declared the Notification of the Goveriunent of 
India in the Ministry of Labour S.O. No. 1519 dated 
17*6-2004 the service in the Coal Industry wliidiis covered 
by item 4 of the First Schedule to the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) tobe a public utility service for the 
purpose ofthe said Act, fora period of six months from the 
17th June, 2004. 

And wher^ the Central Govenunent is of opinion 
that pid)Uc interest requires the extension of the said pe- 
riod by a further period of six months. 

Now, therefore, in exerci^ of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of S^on 2 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby declares the said industry to be a public 
utili^ service for the purposes of the said Act, for a period 
of six months from the I7th December, 2004. 

[F. No. S-11017/2/97.IRa>L)l 
J. P. PATI, Jt. Secy. 

16 TwWi, 2004 

m. 37r. 3354.— TTW ^ 37Ww*T, 1948 
(1948 ^34)^^1 ^■3qw(3)BRrKn^lftRWf^ 

01 2005 


MlNlSTRYOFlABOtmANDEMFLOYMENT 

1 

Newl>dhi,the ISthDecember, 2004 



'I. 


#4 i| ^ itl< i»' u m 41 niH | .<.'4t|,k. 
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^ «W<n t, 3^ 3?P#PR % 3T«qR 

4 ( 44 ^ 45 ^TRT% ^t) 5 

31^6 (<?RT76^'3Wrcr(l)^'?ro77, 78,79 31^81^ 
PiHfVtfe m 3T«rf?l^:— 

[U T55T-*38013/91/2004-T^?T.T55T.-1 ] 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 2004 

S.O. 3354.—In exercise ofthe powers amferred by 
Sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ Stote Insur¬ 
ance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Centnd Government hereby 
appoints the 1st Jan., 2005 as the dateonwhich the provi¬ 
sions of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 which have 
already been brought into force) and Chjgrter V and VI 
(except Sub-section (1) of Section 76 and Sections 77,78. 
79 and 81 which have already been brought into force) of 
the said Act shall come into force in the following areas in 
the State of Kerala namely 

“Panavelly in Cherthalalhluk in Alleppy District” 

[Nb.S-38013/91/200i-S.S. IJ 
*" K.C JAIN, Director 

161^?F»R»2004 

W. 3ir. 3355.—TP'I 1948 

(1948 ^34) ^«IRI1 (3 ) SRT ^ 

K,u4|iro 01 '3Fwd, 2005 

4 (44^45 ^TRT^ 5 

3|It6 {m(76^'S^mi^)^m77, 78, 79 3?k81^ 

3iyt gwH ♦— 

[U T^-38013/89/2004-T^.I^.-l ] 
a^. Pi^VI«=h 

NewDdhi,the 16thDecember, 2004 

S.O. 3355.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ State Insur¬ 


ance Act 1948 (34 of1948) the Central Government herrty 
appoints the 1st Jan., 2005 as the date on which the provi¬ 
sions of Charter IV (excq)t Sections 44 and 45 wliich have 
already been brought iiito force) and Chapter V and VI 
(excqrt Sub-section (1) of Section 76 and Sections 77,78, 
79 and 81 which have already been brought into force) of 
the said Act shall come into force in the following areas in 
the State of Kerala namely 

“Kuimamanglam & Kuttikatoor in Koshikode Taluk 
& District.” 

|N6. S-38013/89/2004.S.S. 1] 
K. C. JAIN, Director 

16 2004 

W. OT. 3356 1P»T #qT <Mf%lPl^H, 1^8 

(1948^34) ^^1 (3) SKT 

infln ^ 01 2005 

Tnfte%WT 

4 (44^45 tilRr^ oiMW 5 

3?1t 6 («iro76^'3^TOro (1) ^^77, 78, 79^81 ^ 

<l*fl o1 KW>»^ 

[U T^?T-38013/90/2004-'T?^i;pEt-l] 

NcwDclhi, the I6thDecember, 2004 

S.O. 3356.—In exercise of the powers confenod by 
Sub-section (3) of Section I of the Employees' Statelnsur- 

ance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Central Government lte*y 

appoints the 1st Jan., 2005 as the date on which the provi¬ 
sions of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 whichhavc 
already been brought into force) and Chapter V and VI 
(except Sub-section (1) of Section 76 and Sections 77,78, 
79 and 81 which have already been brought into forge) of 
the said Act shall come into force in the following areas in 
the State of Kerala namely:— 

“\fengara and Orrakam in Thirurangadi Taluk of 
Malapuram District.” 

[Mb. S-38013/90/2004-S.$. 1] 
K. C.JAIN,Pimctor 
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2 2004 

^.3TT. 3357.—’1947 
(1947 ^14) 17 % 

TTTtfW ^ aiH 4>4 <»k7 % 

"c), [qqr<^'^ tK'=w<.3flW)Pi<=h 

37fTOTJr/?R -^Nld^, 

^O ^O 105/2003) ^ t, ^ ^TWTT ^ 

01-12-2004 ^ Tir^ ^aiT «Tr I 

[lETo 1^?T-12014/3/2004-31T^3TR (^-I)] 

-^o 40IN<uI, 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2004 

S. O. 3357.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (I D. No. 
105/2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal 
Labour- Court, Hyderabad, as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the management of 
Chaitanya Grameena Bank and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 
01-12-20(W, 

[No.L-12014/3/2004-IR (B-1)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : 

SHRI E. ISMAIL, B.Sc., LL.B., Presiding Officer 
Dated the 11th day of October, 2004 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. L.C.LD. 105/2003 

BETWEEN: 

Sri S Hari Krishna, 

S/o Madhusudhan Rao, 

C/o Sri R. Yogender Singh, 

H. No. I-lO-lOO, Istnoor, 

E.S.I. Dispensary, Temple Alwal, 

Secunderabad-500 010. .,,, Petitioner 

AND 

I. The Managing Director, 

Chaitanya Grameena Bank, 

Marrispet, Tenali. 

Guntur District. 

2 . The Chairman, 

Chaitanya Grameena Bank, 

Marrispet Tenali. 

Guntur District. 


3. The Branch Manager, 

Chaitanya Grameena Bank, 

Repalle. 

Gunhir District ...Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. R Yogender Singh, 

VKiran Kumar and 
K. Sunil Kishme Goud 
Advocates 

For the Respondent: M/s. K. Srinivasa Muithy, 

C. \6jay Shdkar Redcfy and 
B. Mmi, Advocates 

AWARD 

^ This is a case taken under Sec. 2 A (2) of the I. D. 
Act, 1947 in view of the judgement of the Hon*ble High 
Court of Andhra Pradesh Reported in WP. No. 8395 of 
1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. Chinntq^ and 
M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two othm^. 

2 . The brief &cts as mentioned in the petition are: 
That the Petitioner was initially engaged w.e.f 19-2-1990 
with the 3rd re^ndenti.e., Branch Manager Chaitanya 
Grameena Bank, Repalle, Guntur DistrietThaKhuingthe 
period of employment between 19-2-90. to 3-1-97 he was 
engaged for more thah 240 days. Intlieyearl997hewas 
engaged only for 5 days and he was asked not to attend to 
duties liirtha. That the P^tioim'approached the Hon’Ue 
High Court for rediessel if his grievances. Wherein the 
Hon’ble High Court cS A.P. vide order dated 7-4-98 in 
Writ Petition No. 17333^7 directed the Respondent to 
consider his case as per the provisions of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 and ifhe had conq)leted 240 days, to 
give preference in future r^ruitment. Even after the 
directions of the Hon’ble High Court the Respondent 
never bothered to implement its orders, hence, he filed 
contempt petition No. 107/1998 in the above writ. In 
pursuance of which they issued letter dated 19-8-98 
engaging the Petitioner for one month. After that he was 
periodically engaged. From 19-8-98 to 10-3-99 for 109 
days. After this his services were terminated on 
17-11-2(X)0 saying that there is no fi:esh recruitment, hence, 
he can not regularized. During this period, the ReqxindaU 
made a list of Chaitanya Grameena Bank Sub Staff pattern 
whaem at S. No. 38 where the p^tioner working, it shows 
that they have engaged four temporary messengers. One 
of them is viz. Mr. S. K. Zakaraiha is a retired employee, 
even now, the respondents have engaged one Mr. 
SambasivaRao,^^. Rama Krishna and Shyam Sunder 
who are far juniors to the Petitioner, this itself is arbitrary 
and against the directions given by the Hon‘ble High 
Court of A. P. and violative of provisions of the Industriral 
Disputes Act, 1947. That from August, 1994 to August, 
1995 he worked for more than 240 days. That the 
respondents are taking no doubt advantage of the 
terminology used in the Hon‘ble High (2ourt‘s order to 
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engage the juniors than the Petitioner. Hence, he may be 
reinstated with sUl back wages. 

3. A counter was filed stating that Ibr regularization 
there must be a reference from the Government of India 
and Sec. 2A (2) is not applicable. That merely because he 
has completed 240 days he does not ipso facto becomes 
entitled for regularization. The Petitioner was being 
appointed from time to time on leave vacancy. The sub 
St^ whenever they go on Irave, the management engages 
casual labour in their place whoever is readily available 
during the period is engaged. Hence, the petition may 
dismissed. 

4. The petitioner examined himself as WWl and 
deposed to the said facts as stated ih the petition and 
further deposed marking Ex. W1 to which are 
payment receipts w.e.f August, 1994 to August, 1995. 
Ex. W 40( is the statement showing the service particulars. 
Ex. W41the copy of HonWe High Court’s order in Writ 
Petition No. 17333/97. Ex. W42 is a letter dated 19-8-98 
engaging him for one month. Ex, W43 is letter dated 
11-11-98 engaging him for 4 days. Ex. W44 is letter dated 
16-12-98 engaging him for 4 d^s. Ex. W45 and W46 are 
letters through which he was engaged for 13 days and 17 
days respectively. Ex. W47 is the letter dated 17-11-90 
rejecting his request for recruitment. Ex. W48 is his, 
application dated 28-2-92 requesting the Respondents to 
engage him on temporary basis. Ex. W49 is 5&rox copy of 
particulars showing his attendance from 22-8-98 to 
19-3-99. In the cross examination he deposed that he 
worked as temporary messenger in the Respondent bank. 
He joined through one of the Managers by name 
Sri P. Madhusudhan Reddy. The said manager was known 
to him as he worked at his village. That he has passed X 
class but he has not filed any proof as to prove his 
qualification He worked as a daily wager. It is true that he 
was engag^ intermittently in leave vacancy only for a 
period of 4 to 5 days from 1999k to 1994. It is true that he 
never worked more than 4to 5 di^s except from 4-11-94 to 
8-1-95 for a period of 53 days. He was not sponsored by 
any employment exchange that one regular messenger by 
name Mr. Nagamalleshwar Rao. It is not true to suggest 
that Mr. Nagamalleshwar Rao was sponsored through 
employment exchange. That the premises consists of 4 
rooms. 

5. The Mana^ment examined Sri K. Mmali Kri^ma, 
Manager (Staff) as MWI. He deposed that the Petitioner 
WWI was engaged in leave vacancy. The Petitioner filed 
Writ Petition No. 17333/97 and the ffonWe High Court of 
A.P. passed an order dated 7-4*98 directing that the 
Petitioner ^ould be given preference in future recruitment, 
in accordance with the Sec. 25H of the IndustrijU Disputes 
Act, 1947 . He was found to have worked for 240 days. TIk 
contempt petition filed by the Petitioner was closed by 
the HonWe High Court of A.P on 10-9-98 and he was 


engaged in case of need. He was not terminated from ^ 
service. That the Petitioner has raised an ID before. ^ 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), Vij^awada all^;i$ 
illegal retrenchment from service. The Management 
2 dso submitted its comments in this regard. 

6. In the cross examination he dqposed that he dniied 
that the juniors to the Petitioner are woricing. 

7. It is argued by the Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner what all he stated in the petition and 
further that the Respondents are employing others, 
juniors to him and also engaging retired employees 
one of them is Mr. S. K. Zakaraiah to which the 
Respondent never replied. That he was engaged for 
sufficiently long period. Hence, he may be 
reinstated. 

8. The re^ndent argued that the petitioner never 
worked for 240 days continuously in a period of 12 m o n tlis 
and WW1 himself has admitted in the cross examination 
that it is true that he was engaged intermittently in leave 
vacancies for 53 days from 4-11-94 to 8-1-95. 

9. It may be seen that nothing is necessary when be 
himself has stated that he has not woriced at a stretch 
more than 53 days. What the Hon'ble High Court meant 
was that if he has woriced for 244 days. He may hfc 
considered. Be that be so. The said 240 days ritookl 
be in a period of 12 months and he has put in 244 days 
from 1990 to 1997. So obviously he was woridng an a 
casual enq>loyee whenever work was available. Thqefiisle, 

I am of the oinnion thatno more direction can be giifen 
except what the Ifonble High Court of A.P. has givmi that^^^^^ 
the Petitioner should be given preference to othejrs-^ 
whenever casual en^loyees or daily wage employees are 
engaged t^ng his date of joining and age as on 19-2-90 
and ifwhat the petitioner contemtethatMr. S. K. Zdearadh. 
retired employee is given preference over others the sarpe 

is not desirable. The Respondent bank should also being 
an employer is in a better position, mote liberally can 
engage this Petitioner whenever any opportunirir arises, 
forgetting that he has approached the Ifonble Ifigh Court 
or this Court. Hence, an Award is passed directing tfiat 
the Petitioner shall be engaged in preference to others 
whenever there is woric of daily wagers or casual nahlte 
work is available taking his date of appointment as 19-2-90 
and his age as on 19-2-90. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Kum. K. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant, 
transcribed by her, corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 11th day of October, 2004. 

E. ISMAIL, Presithng Officer 
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Appendix of evidence 


Ex. W30: Copy of Payment receipt dt. 25-6-95 
Ex. W31: CoDv of Payment receipt dt. 9-7-95 
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Witnesses examined for Witness^ examined for 
the Petitioner Respondent 

WWl: Sri S.HariKrishna MWl: Sri K.MiiraliKrishna 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 


EX.W1: 

Copy of Payment receipt dt. 4-9-94 

EX.W2; 

Copy of Payment receipt dt. 11-9-94 

EX.W3; 

Copy of Payment receipt dt. 18-8-94 

EX.W4: 

Copy of Payment receipt dt.25-8-94 

ExW5: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 1-10-94 

EX.W6: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 16-10-94 

EX.W7: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 23-10-94 

Ex W8; 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 2-11-94 

Ex. W9; 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 13-11-94 

Ex. WIO: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 8-1-95 

Ex.Wll 

Copy of Payment receipt dt. 15-1-95 

Ex. W12 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 22-1-95 

EX.W13 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 31-1-95 

Ex. W14 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 12-2-95 

EX.W15 

Copy of Payment receipt dt. 19-2-95 

EX.W16 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 26-2-95 

Ex W17 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 5-3-95 

Ex. W18 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 12-3-95 

EX.W19 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 21-3-95 

EX.W20 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 31-3-95 

EX.W21 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 8-4-95 

EX.W22 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt 184-95 

EX.W23 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt 25-4-95 

EX.W24 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 9-5-95 

Ex W25 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 16-5-95 

Ex. W26 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt 21-5-95 

Ex. W27 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 4-6-95 

Ex. W28 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 13-6-95 

Ex. W29 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt 21-6-95 


EX.W32; 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 18-7-95 

Ex. W33: 

Copy of Payment receipt dt 23-7-95 

Ex. W34: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 6-8-95 

Ex. W35: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt 13-8-95 

EX.W36; 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 27-8-95 

Ex. W37: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 7-8-94 

EX.W38: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt. 14-8-94 

Ex. W39: 

Copy ofPayment receipt dt 20-8-94 

EX.W40: 

Copy of document showing service 
particulars of WW1 

EX.W41: 

Copy of order in WP No. 17333/1997 
dt. 74-98 

EX.W42: 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/821 dt. 19-8-98 

EX.W43: 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/1135 
dt 11-11-98 

EX.W44: 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/1278 
dt. 16-12-98 

Ex. W45 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/189 dt 4-2-99 

EX.W46 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/344 dt 10-3-99 

EX.W47 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/1473 
dt 17-11-2000 

EX.W48 

Copy of representation of WW1 
dt 28-10-2002 

EX.W49 

Copy of document showing attendance 
particulars of WWl 

EX.W50 

: Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/221 dt 24-12-98 

EX.W51 

: Copy of Ir. No. 039/3/7/805 dt 17-11-88 

EX.W52 

; Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/970 dt. 24-9-98 


Documents marked for the Respondent 

Ex. Ml: 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/821 dt. 19-8-98 

Ex. M2; 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/970 dt. 24-9-98 

Ex. M3: 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/1135 dt. 11-11-98 

Et. M4: 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/1278 dt 16-12-98 

Ex.M5; 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/189 dt. 4-2-99 

Et. M6: 

Copy of Ir. No. 099/3/G/47/344 dt. 10-3-99 
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